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ADVERTISEMENT. 


2 > HE preſent publication was at firſt deſigned to 
have been extended no farther than to re- print 
the ſubſtance of Dr. MippIETONx's Differtation, 
with Remarks on ſome miſtakes of that ingenious 
Gentleman; which are thrown into the form of Notes, 
to diſtinguiſh them from the paſſages they are in- 
tended to illuſtrate. = 
Ihe Sxcoxp Essav, though not pretended to be 
a complete Hiſtory of the Origin of the Art, we may 
venture to aſſert, gives a clearer account of it than 

arfy book hitherto publiſhed in this kingdom. It con- 
| tains, in as conciſe a manner as poſſible, the ſubſtance 
of the Origines Typographice of the very learned and 
ingenious Mr. GERAUD MEERMAN, Penſionary of 
Rotterdam; and may be conſidered as the outlines of 
that curious publication, with ſupplementary Notes 
on ſome intereſting particulars, 

Mr. Mztrman very clearly fixes the firſt rudi- 
ments of the art to LAUREN TIVSs, at Harleim; the 
improvement of it to GEIxsPLEICH ſenior and his 
brother GuTExBERG * (aſſiſted by the liberality of 

Favsrus) at Mentz ; and the completion of the 


In Engliſh, Goop-HIIT. See PALMER, p. 17. 
| a 2 whole 


iv ADVERTISEMENT. 

whole to PETER SCHOEFFER, in the ſame city. The 
claim of Strasburgh is amply conſidered, _ evi- 
dently overthrown. 

Of the AEN DIx, we need only ſay, that the 
aſſiſtance of two valuable Friends has enabled us to 
make it truly intereſting. The Reader will there find 
a diſtin account of the firſt-printed Greek and He- 


brew books ; a collation of two parallel paſſages in 


the Hebrew Scriptures; and a * hiſtory of 


| "the early Polyglotts. | 
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V Dr. MIDDLETON's Drier TATION: 
P. 1—55 
Caxrox conſtantly ſuppoſed by our Hiſtorians 
to have introduced Printing into England. 
This ſuppoſition rendered doubtful by the ap- 
pearance of a book at Oxford, dated 1468. 2 
The Oxford printer named Fre perICx Cor 
sELLIs, as appears by the ſabſtance of a | 
record publiſhed by Mr. ATxyxs on the Is 


ſubject. — — — 2 
A remarkable particular in this record confirmed by | 

Mr. MEERMAN. — — — * 
Dr. M. diſputes its authenticity. — 7 
The Doctor's objections anſwered, in notes C. DP). 

E. F. G. H. I. K. — — — ibid. 


Dr. M. ſuppoſes the Oxford book to have 

been printed with a wrong date, as ſeveral 

have been in other places, either by miſ- 

take or deſign, — — — 21-24 

A remarkable inſtance of an eraſure in an edi- 

tion of BARTHOLOMæAVUs de preprietatib s rerum 
detected by Mr. MEERMAN. == 2 £ 9, 

All books with an earlier date than 1457 may be "oy 2 
| pronounced as — c 


—— 1 


— % - - 49 . " * 

5 = 3 — ” 2 4 * 

e I 7 er 4 ar Ae; ES 2 be — — 
4 


8 —— - 
we „ — ot wo 
IE SLOTS — ET Inn PITT TI WE Aer dT 1g 


. — om ns an ome ily ren rn vs ro Figs 


at * * 2 * 
pb . - 3 . _— 8 
. ˙ A dt FR 


5 
5 
1 
be: 
= 
WA 
1 
St 
4; 
5 
i 
„ 
Ne. 
5 
£31 
I; 
WY : 
** 
8 
41 
11 
ff 
J 
Be? 
15 
IJ0 
* 
9 
3 
0 
* 


vi ES. 
The Chineſe mode of Printing invented in 930. 23 
Dr. M. ſupports his opinion by a miſtake of 

a numeral i in a book printed at : Cambrigge 

in 1734. —— — 424 


Curious remarks on this paſſage, from The Weekly 


Miſcellany, April 26, 1735, —— — ibid. 
Account of the firſt uſe of Signatures, 27 
In which Dr. M. is miſtaken, —— — ibid. 
Dr. M. ſuppoſes further, that the date of the | 

Oxford book is a falſe one, as no other 

appeared from that preſs for 11 years. 29 


This interval probably accounted for, —— ibid. 
A lift of books printed at Oxford before 1500. 30 
The date of one by THRODORICG Roop con- 


puted by Olympiads. — — 31 
Dr. M's remarks on the Olympiads and Luſ- 
trums of the Romans. — — 32 
In which he is miſtaken. | ibid, 

| As he is alſo in the interpretation of part of the 

colophon in this book. 306—38 
Two Printers in London much earlier than our 
. writers have imagined. — — 39 
Printing very early practiſed by the School: 

maſter of St. Alban's *. — — 4 


A mil- 


la PaLMER's Hiſtory of Printing, p. 327, mention is 
made of a Book of Miſcelianies ; in the firſt lcat of which is 


an account of two books printed at St. Alban's, viz. the 
Bock in which the obſervations are written; and the Bzkys 


of Haukyng and Huntynz, deſcribed above, p. 42. Theſe 


obter- 


Go N TE NMT 
A miſtake. of Mr. SrxypE's pointed out by 


Further wh of Caxrox' $ being the firſt 
Printer in England. — — 42 


This not irreconcileable with the ſtory of CoxsELLIs. 43 
Caxron's firſt book was tho Recule of the 
_ » Hiſtories of Troye. — — 47 
He is ſuppoſed to have been an aſſiſtant in 

the printing of BAR THOLOMxus de proprie- 


tatibus rerum at Cologn in 1470. 49 
The date in this book a falſe one. — ibid. 
He was an apprentice to a Mercer. — 50 


Spent zo years beyond ſeas in merchandiaing. ibid. 


obſervations Mr. PALMER has printed, and adds at the end, 
„Thus far we have copied from my Lord's manuſcript . 
& notes.” Mr. MEERMAN (vol, I. p. 142) remarks on 
this paſſage, © Re p-nitus examinata, varia ſunt, qua: ean- 
deni narrationem pluſquam ſuſpectam, imo falſam red- 
« dant. Primum eſt, quod ipſa annotatio evincat, eam non 
F*.leberi peritiſimo PEMHROKIA Comiti, ut perſuadere 
« lectoribus PALMERius volyit, fed alii cuidam anonymo, 
« (quippe ſemper in tertia perſona de PEMBROKIZ Comite 
© Joquitur, e. g. as may be ſeen in my Lord's books, itemque 
&« the which my Lerd alſo has) quem ego ipſum Pa] R, 
e inſignem, dum viveret, impoſtorem, inque ædibus Pem- 
** brokianis familiarem fuiſſe ſuſpicor.“—I have been in- 
farmed that an aſſiſtant with PALMER in this work was 
P6ALMANAZAR, an impoſtor by his own confeſſion. That 
he had connexions with PALMER, appears from his Life 
written by himſelf, and printed ſince his death. W. B. 

1766, | 


Employed 
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Employed in a public capacity by Edw. IV. 50 


His books were printed in Weſtminſter Abbey, 
under the patronage of Abbot MiLLIINSq, 


not (as has been ſuppoſed) of IsL1y. + $2 


Dr. M. accuſes EacnarD of a miſtake in fix- 


ing the beginning of Epwarp Ts reign. Peri agg? 


The Hiftorian vindicated. — 53 
Cax rox faid to have purſued buſineſs ll 1494. 54 
No longer than 1491. — — ibid. 


Though he printed for Epwarp IV, and 
Han RY VII; it does not appear that he was 


a ſworn {ſervant and printer to the crown. 55 
In the year 1504, however, we find that title 
aſſumed by Py xx. — bid. 


As it had before been by WILLIAM Fax PE, ibid. 


eee 


II. Mr. . Mera MAN'S 1 of the Firſt In- 
vention of the Art. 


The odſcuriry attending all former accounts | 

of i its origin. — — — 36 
Whence it ariſes. | 
The honour of the invention ond by Har- 


leim, Mentz, and Straſburgh, _ — 37 
To be aſcribed, in ſome meaſure, to each. ibid, 
The Teſtimony of HADRIAN Juxivs, bid, 
Some account of GALius and Quinixius, om 

whom Jux ius learnt what he has related. ibid. 
Critical obſervations on the name of F avsTvs, 59 


1 8 5 Account 
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Account of the famous editions of TULLY's Offices. 59 
An error of ScHM1D1vs pointed out. 60 
Another of MATT TAIRE's, with Dr. TAavYLOR's 8 : 
remarks on it. — — 61 
A remarkable particular in Duke LAauDER- 
DALE'S Bible. — — ibid. 
M. Dx Bun k's account of theſe editions of T ULLY, 62 
The Greek quotations in them barbaroufly printed. 100 
Remarks on Jux1vs's narrative. — — 64 
Though ſome particulars of it are to be ſet 
aſide, it is true as to the main fact; | ibid. 


LAVRENxTIus fil. Jon AxxNISs the firſt inventor. ibid. 


Who procceded, however, no farther than 
ſeparate wooden per. !:! — did. 

His firſt eſſay was about 1430. — — 65 

He dicd about 1440, aſter having printed the 
Horarium, the Speculum Belgicum, and two 


different editions of Donatus. | 65—70 
SCRIVER1US'S account of the invention a little dif- | 

ferent from that of ſuxtous.— — 65 
A deſcription of the Horarium. — 66 


When dire1on-words, folios, and running-titles, were 

reſpectively introduced. — ibid. 
ULric ZELL the firſt printer at Cologn, — 67 
Printing eſteemed a reputable employment, and ao 

derogation to nobility. — — 69 
Coat-armour granted to the Typothetæ and Typographi. ibid. 
A ſummary account of the life of LauxkNTIus, 69-72 
Jox1vs's account of the robbery committed 

by a ſervant of LavzexTivs. 172 


An inquiry who was the guilty perſon. — 74 


Proyed to be Jonx GEIXSFIEICEH ſenior. 76—78 
TE b | There 
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There were two. Joun GErinsFLEICH's o hs 
| youngeſt diſtinguiſhed by the name of BETS 
BERG. | 


\ The character of the latte — 
GEINSFLEICH ſenior, the fir} printer in 


Mentz, publiſhed, in 1442, ALEXANDRI 
G4LLI Doctrinale and PETRI . HITISPAN I 
Traflatus, — — — 
Theſe tracts uſed. in ſchools in ERAsMVUs's young 
days. 


Many curious ſpecimens of early printing diſ- 


covered by Mr. MEERMAxN, unnoticed by 
former writers. — . 
Particularly ttb editions of the Grammar of Al Ex- 
Ax DER, one of them ſhewn to him by Mr. 


Ba vAN T in the Sunderland Library at Blen- 


heim, printed at Florence before 1472. 
GEINSFLEICH at firſt uſed ævoaden types, cut 

after the model of thoſe which he had 

ſtolen. _— 


In 1443, he 8 into partnerſhip with 


Fusr (who ſupplied money), MEI pEx- 

BACHIUS, and others. 
In 1444, they were joined by GUTENBERG. 
The latter, by the aſſiſtance of his brother, 

firſt invented cut metal types. _ 


— — 


With which, in 14 50, they printed the earlieſt 
edition of the Bible, which was ſeven or 


eight years completing. — — 


This not the edition which F vsT fold in Paris 


— 


— 


0 manuſcript. 


— 


tia. 


79 


ibid. 


80 


ibid. 


ibid. 


This 


COU MH £8, FF 3h. 
The partnerſhip diſſolved; and a new one 
entered into between Fusr and GuTEN= 
BERG. — ack 4 86 
This latter one alſo diſſolved in 1455. — ibid, 
A magnificent edition of the P/al/ter publiſhed | 


in 1457, by FusT and SCHOEFFER. ibid. 
Another printing- office opened by GuTEN= | 

BERG at Mentz. — — — 87 
Who printed, in 1460, the Catholicon Jo. DE 

Januar — — — ibid. 
Account of this Catholicon, and of a curious Voca- 
 bulary printed at Alta Villa in 1469. ibid, 
GUTENBERG uſed none but weden or cut metal 

types. 88 
The completing of the art is owing to PETER 

| SCHOEFFER, the ſervant and ſon-in-law of 

Fusr, who invented a mode of caſting the 

types in matrices. — — 89 
And was probably the firſt engraver on copper plates. ibid. 
TrITHEMIvUS's narrative of the invention. ibid. 
A correction of Mr. MEERMAN's, in a paſſage of 

this narrative-z with remarks on the correction. 90 
A further account of the invention, by Jo. 

FRI D. Fausrus — — — 9 
Joux SCHOEFFER'S account of it, — 92 
Who was miſtaken in his mother's name. dbid. 
The firſt book printed with the improved types 

was Du RAN DI Kationale, in 1459. | 92 
From this year to 1466 many other books 

uere printed by FusT and SCHoEFFER - 93 
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More copies printed on vellum than on paper. ibid. 


In 1471 SCHOEFFER was in partnerſhip with 
CoxxAD HExLIT, a kinſman of his maſter 


Fusr. — — — did. 
SCHOEFFER continued to print many books 
till 1490. — — — ibid, 


The claim of Straſburgh fairly conſidered. 9 3—99 


GuTEXBURGH attempted in vain to accomp- 


liſh the art in that city. — 94 
The firſt actual printers there were MExTEL1vs 
and EccGxtsTEx1vs, from whom no books 
appear till after the diſperſion of the Mentz 
Printers in 1462, — — 96 
From this period Printing ſpread pia through 
Europe. 2 — — ibid. 
At Conſtantinople in 1490. — dlid. 


In Africa and America, in the middle of the next 
century. 


In Ruſſia, about 1 560. — — ibid. 
In Iceland, on the authority of Mr. Bxyanr, 1612. 97 
The notion of Printing being invented at | 


Strasburgh accounted for, — — bbid. 
Joux SCHOEFFER'S duplicity, in aſcribing the 
invention to his grandfather Fusr, —— 98 


APPEN- 
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| PE" Ns + 3 | 
On the firſt-printed Greek Books. 102—107 
The firſt Greek printing was a few Sentences 

of TuLLY's Offices, at Mentz, 1465, which 

were miſerably incorrect. — 102 
In the ſame year, ſome quotations in LAcrAx- 

T1Us, neatly printed in monaſterio dublacenſi. ibid- 
A Semi- gothic type firſt uſed in this edition of 


LacTANT1Us; the characters before this time 

having been uniformly Gothic, whence our 

Black. — — ibid. 
The Roman type, when, where, and by whom, 

firſt uſed. — — ibid. 
A beautiful edition of AvuLus GELLI1vUS, in 


1469. — — ibid. 
The printers of it almoſt ruined, by not being able 

to ſell the copies of the books they printed. ibid. - 
Ther petition, preſented to the Pope. ibid. 


The firſt whole Greek book was the Grammar 
of CONSTANTINE LAScARISs, at Milan, 1476. ibid. 


A Greek P/alter printed at Milan in 1481. 103 
And one at Venice (alſo the Batrachumpams. 
chia) in 1486. — — ibid. 
Remarks on an edition of PLiny's Nat. Hiſt. at 
Venice, 1469. — —— ibid. 
Remarks on the Venice P/alter. — ibid. 
Howe was printed at Florence, in 1488. 104 


Tuxockirus, at Milan, in 1493. — — ibid. 
| 6 Short 
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Short account of Alp uvs. — — 104 
He invented the Italic character, and why. © — 105 


Account of R. and H. SręrnExs, and of the 


ſtate of early Greek printing in France. ibid. 
Greek correctly printed in that kingdom footer than 


has been generally ſuppoſed. ibid. 
The firſt Greek edition of the whole Bibl. | 106 
A paſſage in Mair raiR E, on a curious edition of | | 
the Latin Bible, vindicated againſt Mr. PALMER, 
on the authority of Dr. TavLor., — ibid. 
Account of another ſcarce edition of the Latin Bible, 
1 by SERVETUS. — — 107 
Ne II. 
on the felt. printed Hebrew Books; with 
Obſervatious on ſome modern Editions. 
108—117 
The P/alms fuſt printed in 1477. — 108 
The Pentateuch, in 1482. — ibid. 


The Prior Prophets, in 1484. — — ibid. 
The Poſterior Prophets, in 1486. — — 109 
The Hagiegraphia, in 1487. — id. 
The wnolk TExr in one volume, in 1488. ibid. 
A fine copy of the Hagiographia (the only one at 

that time known of), preſented by Dr. PELLET 


'to Eaton College, ibid, 
Another fince diſcovered at Rome. — ibid. 
About the year 1520 the Jews adopted the 
. Moſora. — — 110 
The whole of the New Tęflament firſt publiſhed in - 

Hebrew in 159999. — ibid. 

_ A pre- 


CEO N- T EN T8. r 
A pretended ancient Goſpel of St. Matthew, with a 


Latin tranſlation, in 153). — — bbid. 
A remarkable edition of the Bible publiſhed 
at Mantua, in 1742. _ — — ibid. 


| Amazing variations in the ſeveral printed copies. 111 
A Collation of the Account of the Dedica- 
tion of the Temple. — — 114—116 
Some account of SrAxIisLAUS GRSEPS1UsS, 
and the ſingular fate of his treatiſe De mul. 
tiplici jiclo, et talento Hebraico..._— — 117 


, 


Ne If. 


On the firſt- printed Polyglotts. 


The firſt Polyglott work (printed = Porrvus © ; * 
at Geneva, in 1516) deſeribed. —  , ; 


Some account of Por rus. ibid. 
Remarks on the Septuagint verſion; ind on the ap - 
Illyrian, .Gothic, Arabic, Roi Armenia. 
and Syriac verſions. ibid. 
Account of SAADIAS. — ibid. 
Pokus the firſt printer of Arabic. | 119 


2000 copies of his Pſalter printed; by order of Jus- — 
TINIAN Biſhop of Nebo, beſides 50 on vellum. ibid. 


Account of Por xxx, and his P/alter of 1518, 


— 120-127 
Particular remarks on this Platter of PoTKEN, and 


on Le LoxG's account of it. ibid, 
| Whether Exasmus was the firſt editor of Polyglott 
Books, — —— —— ibid. 
The Complutenſian edition of the Bible, by 
Cardinal XIuExES, publiſhed in 1522. 128 
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A Polyglott Pentateuch at Conſtantinople, in 


1546. — — — — 128 
Another, at the ſame place, in 1 547+ — 129 
The Antwerp Polyglott, 1569—1 572. ibid. 
Remark of Dr. KExNI cor on this edition. ibid. 
Heidelberg Polyglott, 1586. — 130 
The edition of Wol pERus, in 1596. — ibid. 
Remarks on it. — — — ibid. 
The Polyglott of HuTTzRvs, * 131 
Remarks on it. — — ibid. 
Lz Jay's Polyglott, 1645. — 132 
Biſhop WAL rox's, 1657. — — ibid. 
Some account of its contents. — ibid. 
Remarkable particulars relating to chis edi- 
tion. _ 133—135 


A curious letter, on a compliment to the Pro- 
tector, ſuppreſſed by Biſhop WAL rox after 
the Reſtoration, — — 135—139 


The Hebrew and Samaritan Text, in the Eng- 


liſh Polygott, incorrectly printed. 140 
Remarks on ſome errors in the Preface to it. 141, 142 


Further obſervations on the name of Jonx Schokr- 


FeR's mother, p p. 92. — — 1 
And on the paſſage of TaiTHEMms, quoted —— 
—_ 2 8 — 44 
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WITH REMARKS, 


: the was 2 conſtant opinion, delivered down by our 
hiſtorians, as hath been obſerved by Dr. Min- 
DLETON, that the ART oF PRINTING was in- 
troduced' and firſt practiſed in England by WII 
LiaM CAXTON, a mercer and citizen of London ; 
who, by his travels abroad, and a reſidence of many 
years in Holland, Flanders, and Germany, in the 
affairs of trade, had an opportunity of informing 
himſelf of the whole method and proceſs of the art; 
and by the encouragement of the great, and particu- 
larly of the abbot of Weſtminſter, firſt ſet up a preſs - 
ia that abbey, and began to * books ſoon after the 
year 1471. 
This was the 8 or our writers ; till = 
, which had ſcarce been obſerved before the Reſtora- 
tion, was then taken notice of by the curions, with 
a date of its impreſſion from Oxford, anno 1468, and 
| B Was 


1 2 THE ONeill 
14 was conſidered immediately as a clear proof and mo- 
nument of the exerciſe of printing in that univerfity, 

ſeveral years before Caxton began to deal in it. 
The book, which is in our public library, is a 
ſmall volume of forty- one leaves in quarto, with this 
title: © Expoſicio Sancti Jeronimi i in Simbolum Apoſ- 
rolorum ad Papam Laurentium:“ and at the end, 
« Explicit expoſicio, &c. Impreſſa Oxonie, & finita 
Ano Domini M. ccc. LXvIII. x vir die Decem- 
bris.” 
The appearance of this book has robbed Caxton 
of a glory that he had long poſſeſſed, of being the 
author of printing to this kingdom, and Oxford ever 
»Gnce carried the honour of rhe firſt preſs. The only 
difficulty was, to account for the ſilence of hiſtory in 
| | an event fo memorable, and the want of any memo- 
4 tial in che. univerſity itſelf, concerning the eſtabliſh- 
{Ups ment of a new art amongſt them, of ſuch uſe and 
| benefit to learning. But this likewiſe has been clear- 
ec up, by the diſcovery of a record, which had lain 
obſcure and unknown at Lambeth-houſe, in the Re- 
giſter of the See of Canterbury, and gives a narra- 
tive of the whole E 16 drawn up at we very 
time. | 
An account oft this ah was firſt publiſhed in a 
thin quarto volume, in Englith ; with this title,“ The 
Original and Growth of 'Pk 1x TIN, collected out 
of Hiſtory and the Records of this Kingdome: where- 
in is alfo demonſtrated, that Printing appertaineth to 
the ee * and is a Flower of the Crown 


of 


. 
, * 


NF NHKN TIN, a 
ef England. By Richard Atkyns, eſq.— Whitehall, 
April the 25, 1564. By order and appointment of 
the right honourable Mr. Secretary Morrice, let this 
be printed. Tuo. Rycavr. London: Printed by 
John Streater, for the Author. 1664.“ 4to0- 

It ſets forth in ſhort [A], That as ſoon as the 
art of printing made ſome noiſe in Europe, Thomas 
Z Bourchier, archbiſhop of Canterbury, moved the 
3 then king (Hen: VI.) to uſe all poſſible: means for 
procuring a printing-mold (for ſo it 'twas there called) 
to be brought into this kingdom. The king (a good 
man, and much given to works of this nature) 
teadily hearkened to the motion; and taking private 
advice, how to eſſect his deſign, concluded it could 
nat. be brought about without great ſecrecy, and a 
conſiderable ſum of money given to ſuch perſon or 
perſons as would draw off ſome of the workmen of 
Harleim in Holland, where John Cuthenberg had 


newly invented it, and was himſelf perſonally at 

: work. "Twas reſolved, that leſs than one thoufand 
marks would not produce the deſired effect; towards 
: which ſum the ſaid archbiſhop preſented the king 
: three hundred marks. The money being now pre- 
/ pared, the management of the deſign was committed 
"RS : [A} Dr. Middleton having given a very ſmall extract 
e 1 from this book of Mr. Atkyns, it was thought proper to 
It l lay the ſubſtance of it more fully before the an in the 
* 1 words of Mr. Maittaire, Annales Typographicæ, vol. i. p. 
= 4 28.—Mr. Palmer has alſo printed a particular account of it 
_ ; Hiſt. of . Zginting, p. 314. B. 42 1 

b | B 2 tO 
of | 


conſtantly watched to prevent Coriellis from any poſſi- 


4 T. H. E ORIGIN | 
to Mr. Robert Turnour; who then was of the robes 


to the king, and a perſon moſt in favour with him 


of any of his condition. Mr. Turnour took to his 
aſſiſtance Mr. Caxton, a citizen of good abilities, who 


trading much into Holland, might be a creditable 


pretence, as well for his going, as ftay in the Low 
Countries. Mr. Turnour was in difguife (his beard 
and hair ſhaven quite off); but Mr. Caxton appeared 


known and public. They, having received the faid 


ſum of one thouſand marks, went firſt to Amſterdam, 
then to Leyden, not daring to enter Harleim itſelf; 
for the town was very jealous, having impriſoned 
and apprehended divers perſons, who came from 
other parts for the ſame purpoſe. They ſtaid, till 
they had ſpent the whole one thoufand marks in gifts 
and expences: ſo as the king was fain to fend five 
hundred marks more, Mr. Turuour having written to 


the king, that he had almoſt done his work; a bar- 
gain (as he ſaid) being ſtruck betwixt him and two 


.Hollanders, for bringing off one of the under-work- 
men, whoſe name was Frederick Corſells (or rather 
Corſellis), who late one night ſtole From his fellows 
in diſguiſe into a veſſel prepared before for that pur- 
pole; and ſo the wind, favouring the defign, brought 
him ſafe to London, Twas not thought ſo prudent 


to ſet him on work at London: but by the archbi- 


ſhop's means (who had been vice- chancellor and after- 
wards chancellor of the univerſity of Oxon) Corſellis 
was carried with a guard to Oxon; which guard 


ble 
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ble eſcape, till he had made good his promiſe in 
teaching them how to print. So that at Oxford print- 
ing was firſt ſet up in England, which was before 
there was any printing-preſs or printer in France, 
Spain, Italy, or Germany (except the city of Mentz), 
which claims ſeniority, as to printing, even of Har- 
leim itſelf, calling her city, “ Urbem Moguntinam 
artis typographicz inventricem primam,” though tis 
known to be otherwiſe; that city gaining that art by 
the brother of one of the workmen of Harlcim, who 
had learnt it at home of his brother, and after ſet 
up for himſelf at Mentz [BJ]. This preſs at Oxon was 
at leaſt ten years before there was any printing in 
Europe, except at Harleim and Mentz, where it was 
but new born. This preſs at Oxford was afterwards 
found inconvenient, to be the fole printing-place of 
England; as being too far from London and the 
ſea, Wherefore the king ſet up a preſs at St. Al- 
ban's, -and another in the city of Weſtminſter; 
[B] This circumſtance is urged as a great confirmation of 
the authority of this narration, - The fac here aſſerted has 


been proved to be true, viz; that there were two brothers, 


Jon N GEINSFLEISCH ſenior and junior, who practiſed this 
art on ſeparate wooden types, firſt at Harleim, and that the 
latter carried it to Mentz, This opinion is ſo contrary to 
what all the Englith . hiſtorians relate, as Fabian, Holling- 
fhed, Stow, Baker, &c. and Caxton himſelf, that the au- 
thor muſt have had his information from ſome one who had 
it from the moſt authentic monuments. MerRuAx, vol. 
ii. P- 30. W a $a n | 
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6 . TM, DRIAFLIN 
where they printed ſeveral books of divinity and 
phyſic; for the king (for reaſons beſt known to him- 


ſelf and council) permitted then no law-books to be 
printed; nor did any printer exerciſe that art, but 


only ſuch as were the king's {worn ſervants ; the 
king himſelf having the price and emolument for print- 
ing books. — By this means the art grew ſo famous, 
chat anno primo Ric. III. c. 9, when an act of par- 


liament was made for reſtraint of aliens from uſing 


any handicrafts here (except as ſervants to natives), à 
ſpecial proviſo was inſerted, that ſtrangers might 
bring in printed or written books, to ſell at their 


pleaſure, and exerciſe the art of printing here, not- 
withſtanding that act: fo in that ſpace of forty or 
fifty years, by the indulgence of Edward IV, Ed- 


ward V, Richard III, Henry VII, and Henry Vil, 
the Engliſh proved ſo good proficients in printing, 
and grew ſo numerous, as to furniſh the kingdom with 
books; and ſo ſkilful, as to print them as well as any 
beyond the ſeas ; as appears by the act 25 Henry 


VIII, cap. 15, which abrogates the faid proviſo for 


that reaſon. And it was further enacted in the ſaid 
ſtatute, that if any perſon bought foreign books 


bound, he ſhould pay 6s. 8d. per book. And it 
was further provided and enacted, that in caſe the 


ſaid printers or ſellers of books were unreaſonable in 


their prices, they ſhould be moderated by the lord 
chancellor, lord treafurer, the two lords chief juſtices, 


or any two of them ; who alſo had power to fine 


| them 37. 4d. for every book, whoſe price ſball be 


enhanced. 
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enhanced. But when they were by charter corpora- 
ted with book-binders, book-ſellers, and founders. of 


letters, 3 and 4 Philip and Mary, and called TAE 
*Comrany or STATIONERS—they kickt againſt the 
"power that gave them life, &c. Queen Elizabeth, 
the firſt year of her reign, grants by patent the pri- 
wilege of fole printing all books that touch or con- 
cern the common laws of England, to Tottel a ſer- 
vant to her majeſty, who kept it intire to his death ; 
after him, to one Yeſt Weirt, another fervant to her 
majeſty ; after him, to Weight and Norton; and af 


ter them, king James grants the ſame privilege to 


More, one of the ſignet; which grant continues to 
this day, &c.” 


From the authority of this record, (ſays Dr. M.) all 


our later writers declare Corſellis to be the firſt printer 
in England; Mr. Anthony Wood, the learned Mr. 


- Mattaixe, Palmer, and one Bag ford, an induſtrious man, 
who had publiſhed propoſals for an Hiſtory of Print- 
ing, and whoſe manuſcript papers were communicated 
to me by my worthy and learned friend- Mr. Baker : 


but it is ſtrange that a piece ſo fabulous, and carry 


ing ſuch evident marks of forgery, could impoſe upon 
men ſo knowing and inquiſitive. 

For firſt; the fact is laid quite wrong as to time; 
near the end of Henry the Sixth's reign, in the very 
heat of the civil wars; when it is not credible that a 
prince, ſtruggling for life as well as his crown, ſhould 


_ have: leiſure or diſpoſition to attend to a project that 


pould hardly be thought of, much leſs executed, in 
times 


8 "THE ORIGIN 
{| rimes. of ſuch calamity [C J. The printer, it is fad, 
1 was graciouſly received by the king, made one of his 
Et ſWorn ſervants, and ſent down to Oxſord with a guard, 
. &c. all which muſt have paſſed. before the year 
ugecerix: for Edward IV, was proclaimed in Lon- 

don, in the end of it, according to our computation, 

on the 4th of March, and crowned about the Mid- 

ſummer following (ſee Caxton's Chronicle) [D)]; and 
| [C) But this king, 'after he had laid the foundations for 
two of the greateſt ſeminaries of literature in England, 
Eaton and King's College, Cambzidge, beſtowed his royal 
munificence to two colleges in Oxford, amidſt all his trou- 

bles. MEErMaAn, vol. ii. p. 32. 
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| 10 [D] Whatever Caxton's Chronicle may hay © we have. a 
FREE much greater authority for hxing the beginning of king Ed- 
ward's reign in MCCCCLX-1, i. e. a year later than Dr. Mid- 
dleton does. The firſt inſtrument in Rymer' s Conventiones, 
Kc. in this king's reign, begins thus; “ Mem, quod dic 
Martis, decimo "dis Marti, anno regni regis Edw. primo.“ 
Now in the year MececLx-1, the tenth of March fell upon 
+a Tueſday ; but in Meccelx-Lx, on a Monday, This 
: miſtake indeed of Dr. Middleton's is happily a confirmation 
of his own hypotheſis. A tranſpoſition of a numeral in 
, Caxton's Chronicle (Mar. ccc for MccccLx1) made 
him antedate the reign of Edward IV; as the omiſſion of x in 
the Expoſitio Hieronymi, printed at Oxford, is ſuppoſed to 
have made the public antedate the beginning of printing 
there. Bur that Univerſity needs no ſuch ſupport : though 
Dr. M. does; who left this, miſtake in the edition of his 
"works, publiſhed m 17 525, vo! iii. p. 231, 4to. though it 
bad been pointed out, as above, in the Grubſtreet alen. 
*N?. 273, March 20, 2738. B. 4 
£51113 Eo: yet 
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yet we have no fruit of all this labour and expence 


till ten years after, when the little book, deſcribed 


above, is ſuppoſed to have been am from that 
preſs. - | 

Secondly ; the flence of Renton; concerning a fat 
in which he is ſaid-to be a principal actor, is a ſufſi- 
cient confutation of it: for it was a conſtant cuſtom 
with him, in the prefaces or concluſions of his works, 
to give an hiſtorical account of all his labours and 
tranſactions, as far as they concerned the publiſhing 


and printing of books. And, what is ſtill ſtronger, 
in The Continuation of the Polychronicon, compiled 


by himſelf, and carried down to the end of Henry 
the Sixth's reign, he makes no mention of the expe- 
dition in queſt of a Printer ; which he could not have 
omitted had it been true: whilſt in the ſame book he 
takes notice of the invention and beginning of Printing 


in the city of Mentz [E]; which 1 ſhall make lame 


uſe of by and by. 
There is a further circumſtance in Caxton' $ hiſtory, 
that ſeems inconliſtent with the record ; for we find 
him 


[E] As Caxton makes no mention in his Polychronicon 
of his expedition in queſt of a Printer; ſo neither does he of 
his bringing the art firſt into England, which it is as much 


a wonder he ſhould omit as the other. And as to his ſaying 


that the invention of Printing was at Mentz, he mcans, 


of printing on fuſile ſeparate types. In this he copies, as 
many others have; from the Faſciculus ten porum; a work 


CG written 
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© HE ORIGIN 
him ſtill beyond ſea, about twelve years after the 


ſuppoſed tranſaction, © learning with great charge 


and trouble the art of printing;“ (Recule of the 


Hiſtories of Troye, in the end of the 2d and 3d 
books z) which he might have done with eaſe at 
home, if he had got Corſellis into his hands, as the 
record imports, ſo many years before: but he pro- 
bably learnt it at Cologn, where he reſided in 1477, 


written in 1470, by WERNERUs RoLEvincH DE LAER, 
a Carthuſian Monk, a Mf. copy of which was ir the library 
of Gerard Jo. Voſſius (fee lib. iii. de Hiftor. Latin. c. 6.) ; 
and afterwards continued to the year 1474, when it was firſt 
printed at Cologn, typis Ar naldi ter Huernen. It was re- pub- 
liſhed in 1487, by Herxxicus WIxcz BURG DE VACH, a 
Cluniac monk, without mentioning the name either of the 


printer or of the place of publication. We are told, indeed, in 


a colophon, that the book was publiſhed ſub Lodovico Gruerie 
Comite magnifico ; but, as the country whence this illuſtrious 
nobleman aſſumed his title was unknown to the learned edi- 
tor of the Origines Typographica, it will be no eaſy taſk for an 


Engliſhman to diſcoyer it: nor is it of much conſequence; 
as this edition, though ſomewhat enlarged, was miſerably in- 


terpolated throughout, and particularly ſo in the account of 
the invention-of Printing.—lt is plain, however, that Caxton 
had one at leaſt, or more probably both of theſe editions be- 


fore him, when he wrote his continuation of the Polychronicon, 


as he mentions this work in his preface, and adopts the ſen- 
timents of its editor, (See MEERMAN, vol. ii. p. 37. and 
his Documenta, N VII, XXIV, and XXV.) N. 


(Recule, 
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(Recule, &c. ibid.), and whence books had been 
firſt printed with date, the year before FJ. | 
Io the ſilence of Caxton, we may add that of the 
Dutch writers: for it is very ſtrange, as Mr. Chevillier 
obſerves, if the ſtory of the record be true, © That 
Adrian Junius, who has collected all the groundleſs 
ones that favour the pretenſions of Harleim, ſhould 
never have heard of it.” (L'Origine de Plmprimerie 
de Paris, c. i. p. 25.) 


IF] Caxton tells us, in the preface to The Hiflory of Treye, 
that he began that tranſlation March 1, 1468, at Bruges; 
that he proceeded on with it at Ghent; that he finiſhed it at 
Cologn, 1471; and printed it, probably, in that city with 
his own types. He was thirty years abroad, chiefly in 
Holland; and lived in the court of Margaret ducheſs of 
Burgundy, fiſter of our Edward IV. It was therefore much 
eaſier to print his book at Cologn, than to crols the ſea to 
learn the art at Oxford. But further, there was a ſpecial 
occaſion for his printing it abroad. Corſellis had brought 
over ſo far the art of printing as he had learnt it at Harleim, 
which was the method of printing on wooden ſeparate types, 
having the face of the letter cut upon them. But the art of 
cafting types being divulged in 1462 by the workmen of 
Mentz, he thought proper to learn that advantageous branch 
before he returned to England. This method of caſting 
the types was ſuch an improvement, that they looked on it 0 
as the original of printing; and Caxton, as moſt others do, 
aſcribes that to Mentx.— Caxton was an aſſiſtant with Turner 
in getting off Corſellis; but it is no where ſuppoſed that he 
came with him into England. See MERMAN, vol. ii. 
p. 34. B. 
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7 THE ORIGIN. 


But chirdly the moſt direct and internal proof of 


its forgery, is its afcribing the origin of Printing to 
Harleim; where John Guttemberg, the inventor, is 
ſaid to have been perſonally at work when Corſellis 
was brought away, and the art itſelf to have been 
firſt carried to Mentz by a brother of one of Guttem- 
berg's workmen [G]:”? for it is certain beyond all 
doubt, that Printing was firſt invented and propagated 
from Mentz. Caxton's teſtimony ſeems alone to be 
deciſive ; who, in the Continuation of the Poly- 
chronicon, fol. 433 [HJ, ſays, © About this time 
(viz. anno 1455) the crafte of emprynting was firſt 
found in Mogounce in Almayne, &c.” He was 
abroad in the very. country, and at the time, when 
the firſt projet and thought of it began, and the 


rudeſt eſſays of it were attempted; where he con- 


unued for thirty years, viz. from 1441 to 1471: and, 
as he was particularly curious and inquiſitive. after 
this new art, of which he was endeavouring to get a 


perfect information, he could not be ignorant of the 


place where it was firſt exerciſed. This confutes 


What Palmer conjectures, to confirm the credit of 
the record, That the compiler might take up with 


the common report, that. paſſed current at the time 
in Holland, in favour of Harleim; or probably re- 


{GJ See the words of the record as printed above, p. 5. 
[H] The teſtimony of Caxton will perhaps not appear ſo 
very DECISIVE as Dr. M. imagines, if the circumſtances 


mentioned above, in the note [EI p. 9, bQ, are candidly 
confidered. N. | 2 
a | CTLYC 
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ceive it from Caxton himſelf;“ (Hiſt. of Printing, book 
iti. p. 318:) for it does not appear that there was 
any ſuch report at the time, nor many years after; 
and Caxton, we ſee, was better informed from his 
own knowledge ; ; and, had Palmer been equally cu- 
rious, he could not have been ignorant of this teſti- 
mony of his in the very caſe. 
| Beſides the evidence of Caxton, we have another 
contemporary authority, from the Black Book, or 


| Regiſter of the Garter, publiſhed by Mr. Anſtis, 


where, in the thirty-fifth year of Henry VI, anno 
1457, it is ſaid, © In this year of our moſt pious 
king, the art of printing bookes firſt began at Mentz, 
a famous city of Germany.” Hiſt. of Gang vol. ii. 

p. 161. | | 
Fabian likewiſe, the writer of the Chronicle, an 
author of good credit, who lived at the ſame time 
with Caxton, though ſome years younger, ſays, 
« This yere, (viz. 35 Henry VI,) after the opynyon 
of dyverſe wryters, began in a citie of Almaine, 
namyd Mogunce, the crafte of empryntynge bokys, 
which ſen that tyme hath had wonderful encreace.” 
Theſe three teſtimonies have not been produced be- 
fore, that I know of; two of them were communi« 
| cated to me by Mr. Baker, who of all men is the 
moſt able, as well as the moſt willing, to give informa- 
tion in every point of curious and uncommon hiſtory. 
'T need not purſue this queſtion any farther ; the 
teſtimonies commonly alledged in it may be ſeen in 
Mr. Mattaire, Palmer, &c. I ſhall only obſerve, that 
| we 


. 
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we have full and authentic evidence for the cauſe of 
Mentz, in an edition of Livy from that place, anno 
1518, by John Scheffer, the ſon of Peter, the partner 5 
and ſon-in-law of John Fauſt: where the yaTExXT or © 
PRIVILEGE GRANTED BY THE EMPEROR TOTHE PRIX 3 
TER; the prefatory epiſtle of Eraſmus; the epiſtle dedi- 1 
catory to the prince by Ulrich Hutten; the epiſtle to 

the reader of the two learned men who had the care 

of the edition; all concur in aſſerting the origin of 

the art to that city, and the invention and firſt exer- 

WE |: ciſe of it to Fauſt : and Eraſmus particularly, who was 1 
1 | a Dutchman, would not have decided againſt [II his 3 
| own f 


I] It muſt be allowed that the edition of Livy (which, by 
the bye, Dr. Middleton has antedated, it being publiſhed 
m 1519) is indeed @ full and authentic evidence for the cauſe of 
Mientz. The ſeveral authorities Dr, Middleton has referred to 
are preſerved by Mr. Meerman, in his Dacumenta, N* XLVII. 
The emperor's patent, dated Dec. 9, 1518, begins thus: 
wn „ MAx1MILIANUs, &c. honeſto noſtro, & ſacri Imperii fideli 
1 nobis dilecto Jo AN NI SCHEFFER, Chalchographo Mogun- 
0 | tino, gratiam noſtram Cæſaream, & omne bonum. Cum, 
. ficut do&i & moniti ſumus fide dignorum teſtimonio, inge- 
Wl |  _niofſumChalcographiz, auTHoRE Avo ruo, inventum, fe- 
| | Hieibus incrementis, in univerſum orbem promanaverit, &c.” 
| It is ſaid by ULRIen HuTTEn, in the dedication to Albert 
| the archbiſhop, * Si vel locum voluit Livivs aliquem ſuo 
decorare egreſſu, quem debuit urbi, Ax r is omnium, quz uſ- 
1 que ſupt, aut unquam fuerunt, PRESTANTISSIMAE INVEN= 
Wo | TRICI ac ALUMNAE (1MPRESSORIAM puto, quam hc dedit) . 
| preferre ? : IT the epiſtle to the reader 2 NicyoLas Cars 
4: | BACHIUS, . 
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own country, had there been any gore for the 
claim of Harleim. 

But to return to the Lambeth record: as it was- 
never heard of before the publication of Atkins: 
book, ſo it has never ſince been ſeen or produced by 
any man; though the Regiſters of Canterbury have 
on many occaſions been diligently and particularly 
ſearched for it. They were examined without doubt 
very carefully by archbiſhop Parker, for the compil- 
ing his Antiquities of the Britiſh Church ; where, in 
the life of Thomas Bourchier, though he congratu- 
Jates that age on the noble and uſeful invention of 


BACHIVUs, Jo. SCHEFFER is mentioned as“ Chalcographus, 
a cujus avo Chalcographe ix HAC PRIMUM URBE INVENTA 
exercitaque eſt.” ER asMus”s words are, * Quorum princeps 
fuiſſe FERTUR JoHANNEs FAUST, avus ejus, cui Liv hunc 
debemus; ut hoc egregium decus partim ad JOHANNEM 
SCHEFFER, velut hereditario jure devolvatur, partim ad Mo- 
GUNTIACE civitatis gloriam pertineat.“ And Fabian, be- 
fore him, ſays, AFTER THE OPINION OF DIVERSE WRI- 
TERS. So that it is probable there was ſame report (whether 
upon Harleim's clauning the honour of printing on wooden 

types firſt, or not) that Mentz was not the place where 
Printing was firſt invented, though the united force of the 
above authentic teſtimonies might feem to confirm its claim. 
to that honour, —It may be nearer the truth, if we ſuppoſe 
(to apply the words of ULRICH HuTTEx a little differently 
from his intentions) that HARIIIM was the inventrix, and 
Mentz the alumna of PRINTING ; though the improvements 
made in the art by the latter were fo very conſiderable, ar to 
deſerve the name of a new invention, N. 


Printing. 
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Printing, yet he is filent as to the introduction of it 


into England by the endeavours of that archbiſhop ; 
nay, his giving the honour of the invention to Straſ- 
burg, clearly ſhews that he knew nothing of the 


ſtory of Corſellis conveyed from Harleim, and that 


the record was not in being in his time. Palmer 


*bimſelf owns, © That it is not to be found there now; 


for that the late earl of Pembroke aſſured him, that 
he had employed a perſon for ſome time to ſearch 
for it, but in vain.” Hiſt. of Printing, p. 314. 
On theſe grounds we may pronounce the record to 
be a forgery ; though all the writers above-mentioned 
take pains to ſupport its credit, and call it an authen- 
tic piece. 

Atkins, who by his manner of writing ſeems to 


have been @ bold and vain man, might poſſibly be the 
inventor; for he had an intereſt in impoſing it upon 


the world, in order to confirm the argument of his 
book, that Printing was of the Prerogative Royal ; in 
oppoſition to the Company of Stationers, with whom 
he was engaged in an expenſive ſuit of law, in de- 
fence of the King's Patents, under which he claimed 
fome excluſroe powers of Printing. For he tells us, 
p- 3» © That, upon conſidering the thing, he could 
not but think that a public perſon, more eminent 
than a mercer, and a public purſe, muſt needs be con- 
cerned in ſo public a good: and the more he conſider- 


ed, the more inquiſitive he was to find out the truth.“ 


So that he had formed his hypotheſis before he 2 
found his record; which he — he ſays, **a 


; 


q a friend | 


"SY 
"oy "8 


for genuine, whatever was offered of the kind [K]. 
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a friend to truth; not to ſuffer one man to be entitled 
to the worthy atchievements of another; and as a 
friend to himſelf, not to loſe one of his beſt argu- 
ments of entitling the King to this Art.“ But, if At- 


kins was not himſelf the contriver, he was impoſed 


upon at leaſt by ſome more crafty ; who imagined 
that his intereſt in the cauſe, and the warmth that he 
ſhewed in proſecuting it, would induce him to ſwallow 


We 


[K] On the other hand, is it likely that Mr. Atkins would 
dare to forge a record to be laid before the king and council, 
and which his adverfaries, with whom he was at law, could. 
diſprove ? (2.) He ſays he received this hiſtory from a per- 
ſon of honour, who was ſome time keeper of the Lambeth 
Library. It was eaſy to have confuted this evidence, if it 
was falſe, when he publiſhed it, Apr. 25, 1664. (3.) John 
Bagford (who was born in England 1651, and might know 


Mr, Atkins, who died 1677), in his Hiſtory of Printing at Ox- 


ford, blames thoſe who doubted of the authenticity of the 
Lambeth MI. ; and tells us that he knew Sir John Birkenhead 
had an authentic copy of it, when in 1665 [which Bagford 


by ſome miſtake calls 1664, and is followed in it by Meer- 
man] he was appointed by the houſe of commons to draw 


up a bill relating to the exerciſe of that art. This is con- 


. firmed by the Journals of that houſe, Friday, Oct. 27, 1665, 


vol. VIII. p. 622; where it is ordered that this Sir John Bir- 
kenhead ſhould carry the bill on that head to the houſe of 


lords, for their conſent, —The act was agreed to in the upper 


houſe on Tueſday OR. 31, and received the royal aſſent on 
the ſame day; immediately after which, the parliament was 


prorogued. , See Journals of the Houſe of Lords, Vol. XI. 
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18 THE ORIGIN 
We have now cleared our hands of the record ; 
bur the book ſtands firm, as a monument of the ex- 
| erciſe 


p. 700. —lt is probable then that, after Mr. Atkins had pub- 
liſhed his book in April 1664, the parliament thought pro- 


per, the next year, to inquire into the right of the K1NG's 


PRERNGATIVE; and that Sir John Birkenhead took care 


to inſpect the original, then in the cuſtody of Arch- 


biſhop Sheldon: and finding it not ſufficient to prove 
what Mr. Atkins had cited it for, made no report of 
the Mi. to the houſe ; but only moved, that the former 
law ſhould be renewed. — The Mſ. was probably never 
returned to the proper keeper of it; and was afterwards burnt 
in the fire of London, Sept. 13, 1666. (4.) That Printing was 
practiſed at Oxford, was a prevailing opinion long before 
Atkins. Bryan Twyne, in his Apologia pro Antiquitate Aca- 
demiæ Oxonienſis, publiſhed 1608, tells us it is fo delivered 
down in ancient writings ; having heard probably of this 
Lambeth M{. And king Charles I, in his letters patent 10 
the Univerſity of Oxford, 5 Mar. in the eleventh of his 
reign, 1635, mentions Printing as brought to Oxford from 
abroad. As to what is objeQed, ** that it is not likely that 
preſs ſhould undergo a ten or eleyen years ſleep, viz. from 
1468 to 1479,” it is probably urged without foundation. 
Corſellis might print ſeveral books without date or name of 
the place, as Ulric Zell did at Cologn, from 1467 to 1473, 
and from that time to 1494, Corſellis's name, it may be 
ſaid, appears not in any of his publications; nor does that of 
Joannes Peterſhemius. See MEEgRMaAn, vol. L. p. 343 
vol. II. p. 21—27, &c. 
Further, the famous SHAKESPEARE, who was born in 
1 ak and died 1616, in the Second Part of Henry VI. 
| Act 


OF PRIENTYNSGC. © 
erciſe of printing in Oxford fix years older than any 
book of Caxton with date. The fact is ſtrong, and 

85 what 


Act iv. Sc. 7, introduces the rebel John Cade, thus uphraid- 
ing Lord Treaſurer Sa: Thou haſt moſt traĩterouſly 


corrupted the youth of the realm, in creating a grammar- 


ſchool ; and whereas before, our forefathers had no other 


book but the ſcore and the tally, thou haſt cauſed. PRINT- 
ING to be uſed; and, contrary to the king, his crown, and 


dignity, thou haſt built a paper-mill,” —Whence now had 
Shakeſpeare this accuſation againſt Lord Say? We are told 
in the Poetical Regiſter, vol. II. p. 231. ed. Lond. 1724, that 
it was from FaBian, Por. VERCIL, HALL, HoLLinG- 
SHED, GRAFToN, Srow, SPEED, &c. But not one of 
theſe aſcribes Printing to the reign of Henry VI. On the 
contrary, Stow, in his Annals, printed at London, 1 560, 
p. 686, gives it expreſsly to William Caxton, 1471. The 
noble ſcience of Printing was about this time found in Ger- 


many at Magunce, by one John Guthemburgus a knight. 


One Conradus an Almaine brought it into Rome : William 
Caxton of London mercer brought it into England about the 
yeare 1471, and firſt practiſed the fame in the Abbie of St. 
Peter at Weſtminſter ; after which time it was likewiſe prac- 
tiſed in the Abbies of St. Auguſtine at Canturburie, Saint 
Albons, and other monaſteries of England.” What then 
ſhall we ſay, that the above is an anachroniſm arbitrarily 
put into the mouth of an ignorant fellow out of Shake- 
ſpeare's head? I could believe ſo, but that we have the re- 
cord of Mr, Atkins confirming the ſame in K. Charles the 
Second's time. Shall we ſay, that Mr. Atkins borrowed the 
ſtory from Shakeſpeare, and publiſhed it with ſome improve- 
ments of money laid out by Henry VI; from whence it 

8 might 


the authenticity of the Lambeth Record. B, & N, 
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what in ordinary caſes paſſes for certain evidence of 
the age of books; but in this, there are ſuch contrary | 
facts to balance it, and ſuch circumſtances to turn the 


might be received by Charles II, as a prerogative of the 
crown? But this is improbable, ſince Shakeſpeare makes 


Lord Treaſurer Say the inſtrument of importing it, of whom 


Mr. Atkins mentions not a word. Another difference there 
will ſtill be between Shakeſpeare and the Lambeth MI. ; the 


Poet placing it before 1449, in which year Lord Say was 


beheaded ; the Mſ. between 1454 and 1459, when Bour- 
chier was Archbiſhop. We muſt ſay then, that Lord Sv 
firſt laid the ſcheme, and ſent ſome one to Harleim, though 
without ſucceſs ; but after ſome years it was attempted hap- 
pily by Bourchier. And we muſt conclude, that as the ge- 
nerality of writers have overlooked the invention of Print- 
ing at Harleim with wooden types, and have aſcribed it to 


- Mentz where metal types were firſt made uſe of; ſo in Eng- 
land they have paſſed by Corſellis (or the firſt Oxford Printer, 
whoever he was, ſee the note { P], p. 24), who printed with 
wooden types at Oxford, and only mentioned Caxtongas the 
original artiſt who printed with metal types at Weſtminſter, 


See MeERMAN, vol. II. p. vii, viii. —lt is ſtrange that the 


learned Commentators on our great Dramatic Poet, who are 
ſo minutely particular upon leſs important occaſions, ſhould 


every one of them, Dr. Jon xsox excepted, pals by this 
curious paſlage, leaving it entirely unnoticed. And how has 


Dr. JonxsoN trifled, by lightly remarking, that SHAKE“ 


SPEARE is a little TOO EARLY with this accuſation !”— The 
great Critic had undertaken to decypher obſolete words, and 


inveſtigate unintelligible phraſes ; but never, perhaps, be- 


Rowed a thought on Caxton or Corſellis, on Mr. Atkins or 


. 


„ 
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ſcale, that, to ſpeak my mind freely, I take the date | 
in queſtion ro have been falſified originally by the 


printer, either by deſign or miſtake, and an x to have 

been dropt or omitted in the age of its impreſſion. 
Examples of the kind are common in the Hiſtory of 

Printing. I have obſerved ſeveral dates altered very 


artfully after publication, to give them the credit 7 


of greater antiquity, They have at Harleim, in large 


quarto, a tranſlation into Dutch of - Bartholomeus 


de proprietatibus rerum, printed anno MCCCCXXXxVv, 


by Jacob Bellart : this they ſhew to confirm their | 


claim to the earlieſt printing, and deceive the un- 
ſkilful. But Mr. Bagford, who had ſeen another 
copy with a true date, diſcovered the cheat; by 
which the L had been eraſed ſo cunningly, that it was 


not eaſy to perceive it [L]. But beſides the frauds of 


an after-contrivance, there are many falſe dates origi- 


nally given by the printers; partly through defign, to 


[L] See Mr. Bagford's Papers.—Mr. Maittaire, Annal. 
Typogr. tom. I. p. 190, mentions an edition of this book at 
Cologn in MccccLxx. The copy which this gentleman 
had ſeen was in the earl of Oxford's library, and came 
afterwards into the hands of Mr. T. Oſborn; in whoſe Ca- 
talogues it frequently appeared, with the date MecccLxx. 
Mr. Meerman, who was convinced that this date muſt 
either be a miſtake or an impoſition, had the curioſity 
(when, in 1759, he reſided in London in a public capacity) 
to examine Mr, Oſborn's .book ; which proved to be the 
edition of MCCCCLXXX11 (which Mr. Maittaire has alſo 


taken notice of), with the four laſt numerals very artfully 
craſed, Sec MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 59. N. 
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Taiſe the value of their works, but chiefly through 


negligence and blunder. There is a Bible at Augſburg, 


of the year 1449, where the two laſt figures are tranſ- 
poſed, and ſhould ſtand thus, 1494 : Chevillier (Orig. 
de VImprim. de Paris, c. v. p. 96.) mentions three 
more ; one at Paris of 1443 ; another at Lyons, 
1446; a third at Baſil, 1450; though Printing was 
not uſed in any of theſe places till many years after, 
Orlandi deſcribes three books with the like miſtake 
from Mentz: and Jo. Koelhoff, who firſt printed 
about the year 1470, at Cologn, has dated one of his 
books anno Mcccc. with a c omitted; and another, 
anno 1458; which Palmer (Hiſt. of Printing, p. 179) 
imputes to deſign, rather than miſtake [M ], 

| But 


[M] Mr. Meerman, after fixing the invention of Printing 


beyond a doubt in the fifteenth century, takes notice of a Ger- 


man tract, von dem Cyrurgus, 1397. This, he obſerves, and 
ſome other fimilar inftances, may beyond a doubt be pro- 


. nounced A FORGERY; and there will be little danger of a 


miſtake, if we extend this aſſertion to all books in general 
that have an earlier date than mccccLv1, when the Pſalter 


was publiſhed at Mentz, which is the firſt work that is 
known to have a date to it. See Maittaire, Annal. Typogr. | 
tom. I. p. 2. Marchand, Hiſt. de PImprim. p. 113. Nau- 


dæus, Addit. a PHiſt, de Louis XI. p. 110.— Some writers 


have aſcribed the origin of Printing to the Eaſt, and affixed a 


much earlier period to its invention, particularly P. Jovius, 
Hift. lib. xiv. p. 226. ed. Florent. 1550, from whom Ofo- 
rius and many others have embraced the fame opinion. But 


a cheſe * evidently confounded the European mode of 


PRINTING 
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But what is moſt to our point, is a book from the 
famous printer, Nicolas Jenſon ; of which Mr. Mait- 
taire gave the firſt notice, called Decor Puellarum ; 
printed anno MCCCCLxX1. All the other works of Jen- 
ſon were publiſhed from Venice between the years 
MCCCCLXX and MCCCCLXXX; Which juſtly raiſed a 
ſuſpicion, that an x had been dropt from the date of 
this, which ought to be advanced ten years forward ; 
ſince it was not credible, that ſo great a maſter of the 
art, who at once invented and perfected it, could lie ſo 
many years idle and unemployed. The ſuſpicion ap- 
peared to be well grounded, from an edition of Tully's 
Epiſtles at Venice, the firft work of another famed 
printer, John de Spira, anno wccccLxix{N] ; who, 
in the four following verſes, at the end of the book, 


' claims the honour of being rhe firſt who had printed 
in that city: 


PrINTING with the engraved tablets which to this day are 
uſed in China, The invention of theſe tablets has been 
aſcribed by many writers even to an earlier period than the 

- commencement of the Chriſtian æra; but is with more pro- 
| bability aſſigned, by the very accurate PRIL. Cour LET, to 
the year 930, The Hiiſtoria Sinenſit of ABDALLA, written 
in Perfic in 1317, ſpeaks of it as an art in very common uſe. 
See MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 16, 218, 219; vol. II. p. 186. N. 
[N] And yet in the Catalogue of the Harleian Library, 
vol. III. p. 231, a book is mentioned as printed at Venice 
a year before this of John de Spira, viz. Fr, Maturantii de 
componendis verſibus Hexametre et Pentametro, by Ranoit.— 
'Venet. 1468, B. E:: 9 
ic Le Primus 
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* © Primns in Adriaca formis impreſſit a&nis 
VUrbe libros Spira genitus de ſtirpe Johannes. 
In reliquis fit quanta, vides, ſpes, lector, habenda, 
Quum labor hic primus calamis ſuperaverit artem.” 


It is, I know, the more current opinion, confirmed 


by the teſtimony of contemporary writers, that Fen- 


ſen was the fr ft printer at Venice O]: But theſe 
verfes of John de Spira, publiſhed at the time, as well 
as the place, in which they both lived, and in the face 
of his rival Jenſon, without any contradiction from 
him, ſeem to have a weight too great to be over- 
ruled by any foreign evidence whatſoever. 


4 But whilſt I am now writing, an unexpected 3 


Nance is fallen into my hands, to the ſupport of my 


opinion ; an Inauguration Speech of the Woodwardian | 
Profeſſor, Mr. Maſon, juſt freſh from the preſs, with 


its date given ten years earlier than it ſhould have 
been, by the omiſhon of an x, viz. Mpccxx1v:; and 
the very blunder exemplified in the laſt piece printed 
at Cambridge, which I ſuppoſe to have happened in 
the firſt from Oxford PJ. 


10] Maittaire, Annal. Typ. tom. I. p. Ag &c. It. Append, 
ad tom. I. p. 5,6. - 

FP} The following curious . on this paſſage 
of Dr. Middleton, appeared in The Weekly Miſcellany, 


Saturday, April 26, 1735, in a letter ſigned OxoxipbEs: 
I think the learned author has ſufficiently expoſed the idle 


Kory of FREDERICK CORSELLIS, and entirely concur with 
4 | him 


Theſe 


e 


> 
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| Theſe inſtances, with many more that might be 


collected, ſhew the poſſibility of my conjecture; and, 


85 for 


him in rejecting it. But when he compliments CaxTox 
with the name of our Firſt Printer, notwithſtanding the 
authority of a book printed at Oxford, and dated in the year 
MCCCCLxXV111, I cannot go ſo far with him. We ſhould 
not pretend to ſet aſide the authority of a plain date, with- 
out very ſtrong and cogent reaſons ; and L am afraid what 
the Doctor has in this caſe advanced will not appear, on 


examination, to carry that weight with it that he ſeems to 


imagine, There may be, and have been, miſtakes and 
forgeries in the date both of books and of records too; but 
this is never allowed as a reaſon for ſuſpecting ſuch as bear 
no mark of either. We cannot, from a blunder in the laſt 
Look printed at Cambridge, infer the like blunder in the 


_ firſt book printed at Oxford, Beſides, the type uſed in this 


our Oxford edition ſeems to be no ſmall proof of its anti- | 


quity. It is the German letter, and very nearly the ſame 
with that uſed by FusT [who has been ſuppoſed to be] the 


firſt Printer; whereas CaxToN and Roop ute a quite dif- 
ferent letter, ſomething between this German and our old 
Engliſh letter, which was ſoon after introduced by De 
Wor pk and PyxsoN. Laſtly, the ſuppoſed year of this 
edition is much about the tnne that the printers at Mentz 
diſperſed, and carried the art of Printing with them to moſt 
parts of Europe. This circumſtance, joined to that of the 
letter, inclines me to think, that ane of theſe printers might 


. then come over to England, and foilow his profeſſion at Oxford. 
Theſe, I muſt cwn, are only conjectural proofs, nor can 


we expect any other in the preſent caſe, We find moſt 
points of antiquity involved in obſcurity ; and, what 1s not 
E a little 


tis 
17 
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for the probability of it, the book itſelf affords ſuf- 
fic ent proof: For, not to inſiſt on what is leſs ma- 
terial, the neatn % of the letter, and regularity of the 
page, &c. above thoſe of Caxton ; it has one mark, 
that ſeems to carry the matter beyond probable, and 
to make it even certain, Viz, the uſe of ſignatures, or 
letters of the alphabet placed at the bottom of the 
page, to ſhew the ſequel of the page and leaves of 
each book: an improvement contrived for the di- 
rection of the bookbinders; which yet was not prac- 
tiſed or invented at the time when this book is ſup- 


— 


a little ſurprizing, the Art of Printing, which has given light 


to moſt other things, hides. its own head in darkneſs. —But 
our ingenious Diſſertator ſeems to think his proofs attended 
with more certainty. Let us then examine what he ſays: 
And firſt, the neatneſs of the letter, and the regularity 


of the page, prove, if any thing, the very reverſe of what 


the Doctor aſſerts. The art of Printing was almoſt in its 


| Infancy brought to perfection, but afterwards debaſed by 


later printers, who conſulted rather the cheapneſs, than the 
neatneſs of their work. Our learned Diſſertator cannot be 


unacquainted with the labours of FusT and Jexzon. He 


muſt know, that though other printers may have printed 


more correctly, yet ſcarce any excell them, either in the 


neatneſs of the letter, or the regularity of the page. The 


fame may be obſerved in our Englith printers. CaxTox 


and Roop were indifferently good printers : DE Won pk and 
Pyxsow were worſe z and thoſe that follow them moſt abo- 
minable. This our anonymans Oxford Printer excclls them 
all; and for this very reaſon I ſhould judge him to be the 


moſt ancient of all. 1 N. 


poſed 
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poſed to be printed: for we find no ſignatures in the 
books of Fauſt or Scheffer at Mentz; nor in the im- 


proved or beautiful impreſſions of John de Spira, and 
Jenſon, at Venice, till ſeveral years later. We have 


a book in our library, that ſeems to fix the very time 


of their invention, at leaſt in Venice ; the place where 
the art itſelf received the greateſt improvements : Baldi 
lectura ſuper Codic. &c. printed by John de Colonia 
and Jo. Manthen de Gherretzem, anno MCCccLxX1111 : 
it is a large and fair volume in folio, without gn, 
tures, till about the middle of the book, in which 
they are firſt introduced, and fo continued forward: 
which makes it probable, that the firſt thought 


of them was ſuggeſted during the impreſſion ; 


for we have likewiſe Lectura Bartholi ſuper Codic.. 
&c. in two noble and beautiful volumes in folio, 


printed the year before at the ſame place, by Vin- 


delin de Spira, without them : yet from this time 
forward they are generally found in all the works of 
the Venetian printers, and from them propagated to 

the other printers of Europe. They were uſed at Co- 
logne, in 1475; at Paris, 1476; by Caxton, not 
before 1480: but if the diſcovery had been brought 
into England and practiſed at Oxford twelve years 
before, it is not probable that he would haye printed 
ſo long at Weſtminſter without them [Q ]. 


Mr. 


[Q Dr. Middleton is miſtaken in the time and place of 
the invention of ſignatures. They are to be found even in 


E 2 very 
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Mr. Palmer indeed tells us,. p. 180, 54s that An- 
thony Zarot was eſteemed the inventor of ſignatures ; : 


and 


very ancient Mſſ. which the earlieſt printers very ſtudiouſſy 
| imitated; and they were uſed in ſome editions from the 
office of Laurence Coſter (from whence Corſellis came), 
which conſiſted of wooden cuts; as in Figure typice et anti- 
typicæ Novi Teflamenti : and in ſome editions of the metal 
letters, as in Gaſp. Pergamenſis epiftalz, publiſhed at Paris, 
without a date, but printed A. D. 1470; (Maittaire, Annal. 
vol. I. p. 25;) and in Mammetretius, printed by Helias de 
Llouffen, at Bern in Switzerland, 1470; and in De 
Tondeli viſione, at Antwerp, 1472. Venice, therefore, was 
not the place where they were firſt introduced. They be- 
| gan to be uſed in Baldus, it ſeems, when the book was half 
finiſhed, The printer of that book might not know, or 
did not think, of the uſe of them before, See MEErRMAN, 
vol. II. p. 28; and Phil. Tranſ. vol. XXIII. N? 208. 
p. 1509. — Oxoxipks ſays, Our Diſſertator lays great 
ſtreſs on the uſe af ſignatures. But I am afraid no certain 
concluſion can be drawn either from the uſe or non- uſe of 
theſe leſſer improvements of Printing. They have in dif- 
ferent places come in uſe at different times, and have not 
been continued regularly even at the ſame places. If An- 
thorny Zarot uſed them at Milan in 1470, it is certain later 
printers there did not follow his example; and the like 
might happen alſo in England. But what is more full to 
our purpoſe, we have in the Bodleian library an Æſop's 

Fables printed by Caxton. This is, I believe, the firſt book 

which has the leaves numbered. But yet this improvement, 
though more uſeful than that of the ſignatures, was diſuſed 
both by Caxton hinuelf, and other later printers in Eng- 
land. 


3 


OF-PRINTING. 29 
and that they are found in a Terence printed by him 
at Milan in the year 1470, in which he firſt printed. 
I have not ſeen that Terence; and can only fay, chat 
I have obſerved the want of them in ſome later works 
of this, as well as of other excellent printers, of 
the ſame place. But allowing them to be in the 
Terence, and Zarot the inventor, it confutes the date 
of our Oxford book, as eſſectually, as if they were of 
later origin at Venice; as I had reaſon to i | 
from the teſtimony of all the books that I have hi- 
therto met with. | 

What farther confirms my opinion is, that from the 
time of the pretended date of this book, anno 1468, 


we haye no other fruit or production from the preſs at 


Oxford for eleven years next following; and it 
cannot be imagined that a preſs, eſtabliſhed. with ſo 
much pains and expence, could be ſuffered to be fo 
long idle and uſeleſs ny n if my conjecture be 

| admitted, 


Jand, It is therefore not at all ſurprizing (if true) that the 
fignatures, though invented by our Oxford Printer, might 
not immediately come into general uſe. And conſequently, 
this particular carries with it no ſuch certain or eſſectual 
copfutation as our Difſertator boaſts of,” B. & N. 


IR] To this it may be anſwered, in the words of Oxo- 
KIDEs : * 1ſt, That his books may have been loſt. Our 
firſt printers, in thoſe days of ignorance, met with but 
encouragement : they printed but few books, and but few 
copies of thoſe books. In after-times, when the ſame 
books were re- printed more correQly, thoſe firſt editions, 
| which 


* 
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admitted, all the difficulties that ſeem inſuperable and 
inconſiſtent with the ſuppoſed æra of Printing there, 
will vaniſh at once. For allowing the book to have 
been printed ten years later, anno 1478; then the uſe 
of ſignatures can be no objection: a foreign printer 
might import them; Caxton take them up from him; 
and the courſe of Printing and ſequel of books pu- 
bliſhed from Oxford will proceed regularly : 


Expoſicio Sancti Jeronimi in Simbolum Apoſto- 


lorum. MccccLxxvIII. Oxonie, 1478 
Leonardi Aretini in Ariſtot. Ethic. Comment. ib. 1479 
Egidius de Roma, &c. de peccato originali, ib. 1479 


which were not as yet become curioſities, were put to com- 
mon uſes. This is the reaſon that we have ſo few remains 
of our firſt printers. We have only four books of Theo- 


dorick Rood, who ſeems by his own verſes to have been a 


rery celebrated Printer. Of John Lettou, William de 
Machlinia, and the School - maſter of St. Alban's, we have 
fearce any remains. If this be confidered, it will not ap- 
pear impeſſible that our Printer ſhould have followed his 
buſineſs from 1408 to 1479, and yet Time have deſtroyed 
bis intermediate works. But, 2dly, we may account till 
another way for this-diſtance of time, without altering the 
date. The Civil Wars broke out in 1469: this might 
probably oblige our Oxford Printer to ſhut up his preſs ; 


both himſelf and his Reader might be otherwiſe engaged. 


If this were the caſe, he might not return to his work again 


till 1479; and the next year, not meeting with that en- 


couragement he deſerved, he might remove to ſome other 


country with his types,” N. 


* 
4 YT 


Guido 
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Guido de Columna de Hiſtoria Trojana, per 


T... | ib. 1480 


Alexandri ab Hales, &c. expoſicio ſuper 3 


Librum de Anima, per me Theod. Rood. ib. 1481 


Franc. Aretini Oratoris Phalaridis Epiſtolarum 


e Græco in Latinum Verſio. Hoc opuſcu- 
lum in Alma Univerſitate Oxoniæ, a natali 
Chriſtiano ducenteſima & nonageſima ſeptima 
Olympiade feliciter impreſſum eſt. That is, 1488 


Hoc teodoricus Rood quem Collonia miſit 
Sanguine Germanus nobile pſſit opus. 
Atque ſibi ſocius Thomas fuit Anglicus Hunt 
Dii dent ut Venetos exuperare queant ! 


Quam Jenſon Venetos docuit Vir Gallicus artem 
Ingenio didicit terra Britanna ſuo. 


Celatos Veneti nobis tranſmittere libros 

Cedite, nos aliis vendimus. O Veneti 

Que fuerat vobis ars primum nota Latini 

Eſt eadem nobis ipſa reperta pres *. 

Quamvis ſeRos * toto canit orbe Britannos _ 
Virgilius plac; * his lingua Latina tamen[S].” 

i preſſit — premens ſejunctos placet 


2 Theſe 
[S) The only copy of this book, that I * heard of, is 


in the poſſeſſion of the rev. Mr. Randolph of Deal; and the 
firſt notice of it was communicated by the rev. Mr. Lewis 
of Mergate; who, having been informed that I had drawn 
up this little Diſſertation, very kindly offered me the uſe of 
his notes and papers, that hg had colleQed with great pains, 
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Theſe are all the books printed at Oxford before 
the year 1500, that we have hitherto any certain 
notice of. I have ſet down the colophon and verſes 
bf the laſt, becauſe they have ſomething curious and 
hiſtorical in them. I had ſeen one inſtance before 
of the date of a book computed by OLymerans; 
Auſonii Epigrammation libri, &e. ; printed at Venice, 
anno 1472, with this defignation of the year at the 
end; © A nativitate Chriſti ducenteſimæ nonageſimæ 
quinte Olympiadis anno 11 ;” (Maittaire, Annal. 
Typ. p. 98, not.“) where the printer, as in the 
preſent caſe, follows the common miſtake, both of the 
ancients and moderns, of taking the OL YM IAD for 
a term of Five YEARS compleat; whereas it really 
included but Four, and was celebrated every F1FTH; 
as the Lus xxx likewiſe of the Romans LTJ. In our 
| Oxford 


on the Hiſtory and Progreſs of Engliſh Printing to the End 
Queen Eliſabeth's Reign. From the peruſal of which, 
though I found no reaſon to make any alteration of moment 
in the preſent Treatiſe, yet I had a pleaſure to obſerve a 
perfect agreement between us, in the chief points on which 
my argument turns, and to find my own opinion confirmed 
by the rh of fo able an antiquary. 

Dr. MiDDLETON. 


val An ohen was undoubtedly the ſpace of roux 
years compleat, and a Luftrum of FivE. But many of the 
moderns have confounded them, by including each within 
four years. Selden, De jure Nat. & Gentium, I. iii. p. 360, 
ed. 1725, obſerves the ſame; but takes notice that the miſ- 
5 take 
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Oxford book the year of the Olympiad. is not diſ- 
tinguiſhed, as in that of Venice, ſo that it mighr 


poſſibly 


take was common to both terms, each of them being ſome- 
times reckoned as "FOUR YEARs, ſometimes as F1VvE : 
„ Perfunilem in luſtris & olympiadibus, quibus nunc guiz- 
quennia, nunc quadriennia tribuuntur, ein rationem 
nemo neſcit.“ 

Noris takes notice thes Ovid confounds the _ of the 
Olympiad with the Luflrum, Triſt. IV. x. 95. Ovidius, 
ſcribens ſe anno ætatis quinquageſimo exacto, in Wilen 
deportatum, ait, | 

« Poſtque meos ortus Piſzea vinctus oliva 
Abſtulerat decies premia victor eques ;?  ' 
ubi Piſæorum quadriennes Olympiades cum Romanis Luſtris 
confundit,” Cenotaph. Piſan. p. 2. ed. 1681. 

On the other hand, a Luſtrum is ſuppoſed to contain only 
FOUR years by H. Glareanus in Chronologia Dion. 
Halicarn. p. 759, ed. Sylburg. and by Eraſmus Schmidius 
in his Prolegomena ad, Pindarum, p. 15: „Et ab hoc an- 
norum quatuor completorum circuitu etiam ene no- 
minabatur, plane ut apud Romanos LusTRUM, quod et 
ipſum erat guatuor annorum completorum ſpatium, ubi quarts 
quoque exacto anno populus Romanus luſtrabatur.“ 

The Luſtrum is ſuppoſed to have contained only four years 
in Pliny N. H. ii. 47 : Et eſt principium Luſtri ejus ſemper 
intercalari anno Caniculæ ortu.“ But he applies the word 
in a borrowed ſenſe, to expreſs not only the periodical re- 
turns, but the cleanſing office of che winds, in that reſpect 
like the Luſtrum. 3W « 

But the proper ſenſe of theſe words among the an- 
cients was, that an Olympiad ſignified rour years, and 

| F a Luſ- 
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poſkibly be printed ſomewhat earlier and nearer to the 
| reſt in order of time: but as the ſey enth verſe ſeems to 


refer 
a Lu FivE. The firſt is proved by demonſtrable 
authority, becauſe the Grecians inſerted their intercalary 
month of xLy days after three years of 354 days; and ap- 
pointed theſe games on the feurth year, for the regular notoriety 
of the fact. Blonde], Rom. Cal. liv. II. c. 4; and Prid. 

Connect. part J. book v. p. 222. ed. Fol. : 

There are other authorities without number: Ozvpmria; 
\ WAngdTa nals Terlapa; pos, Diod. Sic. 44. A. ed. 
Rhodom.; and no one ever read of above the fourth year of 
the I, II, III, IV, or any other Olympiad. But this pe- 
riod of an OLYMFIAD Dr. MiDDLETON allows. 

That the Lus rRux contained five years, is clear, I think, 
fiom undoubted teſtimony : 1n vain elſe would Horace have 
told the girl ſhe need not ſhun him, as being too rampant, 
ſince he was arrived at the eighth Luſtrum, which ſurely is 
more probably at xL years of age than xxx : 

« Fuge ſuſpicari, 
Cujus ocTAVUM trepidavit ætas 
| Claudere LusTxum,” Lib. II. Od. iv. 22. 
So again, from Auguſtus's conqueſt of Alexandria, U. C. 724, 
to his victory over the Rheeti, U. C. 739 (as Nio relates, 
lib. LIV.), Horace deſcribes 
Fortuna Lust RO profpera TERT19 
Belli ſecundos reddidit exitus.“ Lib. IV. Od. xiv. 37. 

Where Acron indeed ſuppoſes the Lus r R to be a term of 
only Four years, reckoning x11 years from Auguſtus's firſt 
conſulſhip to the eng of the civil wars; in which he is fol- 
. lowed, as we obſerved before, by Glareanus.—But, which- 
ſoever it is, proſe writers are expreſs for FIVE years. Varro 
lays, © Luſtrum nominatum tempus quinquennals a luendo, 


i. e. 
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refer to the ſtatute 1 Richard III, prohibiting the 
talians from importing and ſelling their wares in 

England 


i. e. ſolvendo, quod guinto quoque anno veRtigalia et tributa 
per cenſores ſolvebantur.“ — See likewiſe Horace, I. IV. 
Od. i. ver. 6. 

It muſt be owned Antonius Nebr iſſenſis, in his Quinqua- 
gena, c. xx. printed in the Critici Sacri, tom. IX. ed. Amſt. 
labours to prove a Luftrum to be only Four years, from two 
or three paſſages in the Roman poets, who ſometimes take 


the liberty of ſo applying it; but with much better authority 


is it fixed to be FIVE years by Jo, Caſtellio, in his Variæ 
Lectiones, c. xix. See Fax Artium, tom. IV. c. 19. 
Dr. Middleton reſumes this ſubje& in his Roman Senate, 


A. D. 1747, part I. p. 107, 8vo. [vol. III. p. 429, of the 4to 


edition of his works]; and fays, that “as the cenſus was 
ſuppoſed to be celebrated every fifth year; and as it was 
accompanied always by a Lu/tration of the people; ſo the 
word Luſtrum has con/lantly been taken, both by ancients and 
moderns, for a term of FIVE years. Yet we ſhall find no 
good ground for fixing ſo preciſe a ſignification to it; but, 
on the contrary, that the Cenſus and Luſtrum were, for 
the moſt part, held irregularly and uncertainly, at very 
different and various intervals of time, as the particular exi- 
gencies of the ſtate required,” —But, 1. We have ſeen it was 
Nor conſtantly taken for a term of FIVE years both by an- 
cients and moderns ;” fo. that this ſenſe of Four years is 
not SOLELY Dr. MipDDLEToON's, though he will ſuffer no 
one elſe to ſhare in the honour of it. 2. If it was conflantly 
taken ſo both by ancients and moderns, one would think that 
ſhould determine the period ; though the Romans might, 
for N exigencies of ſtate, vary from the preſeribed 
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England by. retail, &c. excepting books written or 


printed; which act paſſed in 1483, ſo it could not be 
printed before that year. The third verſe reſcues 
from oblivion the name of an Engliſh printer, Tho- 
Mas HuNTE, not mentioned before by any of our 


Engliſh writers, nor diſcovered in any other book. 


But what I take for the moſt remarkable, and lay 
the greateſt ſtreſs upon, is that in the ſixth verſe, 


„the arr and uſe of Printing is affirmed to have 


been firſt tet on foot and praftiſed in this iſland by 


our own countrymen [V]: which muſt conſequently 


have 


time of the ceremony. 2. Mr. Hooke has ſhewn (Obſer- 


vations, in Anſwer to I'Abbe Vertot, &c. p. 153, 157), 


& that there is good reaſon to believe, the ſeven firſt Lut- 


trums, after the eſtabliſhment of the commonwealth, werc 


regularly held every five ycars: conlequently that there 


Vas ſufficient ground in FACT for fixing the term of IVI 


years to the word Lu/irum.—For the firſt EVEN Luſtrums, 
under the conſuls, will carry us through an interval of exactly 
thirty-five years, from A. U. 245. — The Doctor had no 
occaſion to have laboured this point here at leaſt; but his 
plenary knowledge in the Roman conſtitution would not 
ſuffer him to bear. any contradiction in it. B. 

[U] We ſhall make no apology for introducing c one more 
remark from Oxox1DEs : : % Dr. Middleton s tranſlation of 
the fixth verſe is a ſenſe, I believe, Roop never thought of. 
His verſes ſeem rather deſigned to extol his own preſs than 
that of Caxton; and the meaning I take to be no more 
than this, that the Art of Printing, for which the Vene- 
tans, and particular! * Jenſon, had been ſo famous, was 


* 


now 
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have a reference to Caxrox; who has no rival of 
this country to diſpute the honour with him. And 
ſo we are furniſhed at laſt from Oxford itſelf, with 
a teſtimony that overthrows the date of their w 
book. | | Es 

Theodoric Rood, we ſee, came from Cologn (where 
Caxton had reſided many years, and inſtructed him- 
ſelf in the Art of Printing) in 1471: and, being fo 
well acquainted with the place, and particularly 
the printers of it, might probably be the inſtrument 
of bringing over this or any other printer a year. 
or two before (if there really was any ſuch) to be 


now practiſed with equal ſucceſs in England. Our Diſſer- 
tator's quotation from Caxton will prove but little, unleſs 
he can ſhew, that no printer, at any place, ever talked of 
the novelty of his art, without being the firſt importer of 
it. As to his citations from other later writers, who men- 
tion Caxton as our firſt printer, it may be ſufficient to 
anſwer in his own words, that * it is very unſafe to truſt 
to common hiſtory, and neceſſary to recur to original teſti- 
monies, if we would know the ſtate of facts with exactneſs.“ 
Our ingenious author has himſelf detected ſeveral miſtakes, 
which our writers have umverſally fallen into, and taken 
up from each other. If we confider that our Oxford Printer 
met with very ſmall encouragement, printed probably but 


few books, and did not put his name to thoſe, it is no 


wonder that his name and memory ſhould be ſoon loſt ; nor 


will it be ſurprizing that CaxTon ſhould run away with 
the credit of being the firſt printer here, who lived many 
years in great repute, printed a very confiderable number of 
books, and flouriſhed in the ſunſhine of the court“ NM. 
| | | employed 
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hk employed at Oxford; and the obſcure tradition of 
this fact give riſe to the ri criox of the Rxcox D. But 
however this be, it ſeems pretty clear that Caxton's 
T being ſo well known at Cologn, and his ſetting up a 
i preſs at home-immediately after his return from that 
1 place, which could hardly be a ſecret" to Rood, muſt 
be the ground of the compliment paid to our country, 
andthe very thing referred to in the verſes [X]. 


[X] The' whole ſcope of the above colophon ſhews that 
the words of the ſixth verſe are not to be taken in too 
literal a ſenſe : *«* Jenfius, a Frenchman, taught the art 
of Printing to the Venetians : but Britain learnt it from 
her own ingenuity.” Neither of theſe circumftances is 
ſtrictly true. Jenſon, who began printing at Venice 
A. D. mccccLxx, was preceded tws years by Joannes de 
Spira; who ſays himſelf, in the edition of Cicero's Epiſtles 
= ad Familiares, MccccLx1x, that “ he firſt taught it to the 
4 Venetians :” though the book above referred- to, p. 23, 

note [N], may ſeem to diſpute his claim. Whether Caxton 
or Corſellis brought Printing into Britain, the art was learnt 
abroad. The ſenſe then of the poet ſeems to be, that as 
Jenſon, a foreigner, had brought Printing to great perfection 
| at Venice, the Engliſh were indebted to a native for ſi- 
5 milar improvements. To denote this cxcellence, he calls 
1 the impreſſion of Thomas Hunte celatos libros, books Ex- 
GRAVED ; uſing that term to ſet his Printing in an advan- 
tageous light, who, with his partner Rood, would in time 
excell the Venetians. A like compliment is paid by Ni- 
colas Gupalitinus to Clemens Patavinus, in the preface 
to an edition of Meſuas, De Medicinis univerſalibus, Ven. 
MCCCCLxXxI. See MEtzvtan, vol. II. p. 35, 36. B. & N. 
| We 
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We have one book more, without the name of 


printer or place, which, from the compariſon of the 
types with thoſe of Rood, is judged to be of his 


printing, and added to the catalogue of his works 
by Mr. Lewis in his Mſ. Papers, yiz. 

Expoſicio ac moraliſacio tertij capituli trenorum 
Iheremie prophete. Fol. uccccLXXXII.“ 
And at the end of the index, 

Explicit tabula ſuper opus trenorum compilatum 
per Johann. Latteburij ordinis minorum.” 
But the identity of the letter in different books, 
though a probable argument, is not always a certain. 


one for the identity of the preſs. 


Beſides this early Printing at Oxford, our Library 
gives us proof of the uſe of it likewiſe, about the 
ſame time, in the city of London, much earlier than 
our writers had imagined, with the names of two of 
the firſt printers there, that none of them take notice 
of; Joan 'LETTov and WILL. DE MAcHLINIA. 
Of the firſt, we have, © Jacobus de Valencia in Pſal- 


terium, &c. excuſ. in civitate Londonienſi, ad ex- 


penſas Johannem Wilcock, per me Johannem Lettou 
MCCCCLXXX1. fol.” Of the ſecond; © Speculum 


Chriſtiani, &c,” and at the end; © Ifte libellus im- 


preſſus eſt in opulentiſſima Civitate Londoniarum per 
Willelmum Machlinia, ad inſtanciam necnon ex- 
penſas Henrici Urankerbergh mercatoris.” Quarto : 
without date, but in a very coarſe and Gothic cha- 
racter, more rude than Caxton's : and from both 
theſe printers in partnerſhip, we have the firſt edi- 


tion 
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tion of the famous L:ttleton's Tenures ; printed at 
London, in a ſmall : folio, without date; which his 
Great Commentator, the Lord Chief Juſtice Coke, 
had not ſeen or heard of: for in the Preface to his 
Inſtitutes, he fays, „That this work was not pub- 
liſhed in print either by Judge Littleton himſelf, or 
Richard his ſon 3 and that the firſt edition, that he 
had ſeen, was printed at Roan in Normandy, ad inſtan- 
-ciam Richardi Pynſon, printer to King Henry VIII.“ 
We have this edition alſo in our Library, but it is 
undoubtedly later by thirty or forty years than the 


other we are ſpeaking of; which, as far as we may 


collect from the time noted above, in which Joh. 
-Lettou printed, was probably publiſhed, or at leaſt 
put to the preis, by che author himſelf, who died 
l. 
Wbilſt Printing was thus going kewl at Weſt- 
tier; Oxford, and London, there was a preſs alſo 
employed at St. Alban's, by the Schoolmaſter of that 
place; whoſe name has not had the fortune to be 
tranſmitted to us, though he is mentioned as a man 
of merit, and friend of Caxton. He had drawn up 
and printed in Engliſh, a Book of Chronicles, com- 
monly called © Fructus Temporum, anno 1483,” 
which I have never been able to meet with: but in 
a-later edition of it after his death, there is * . 
— Colophon: | 
Here endyth this proſe cronycle of Englond 
with the frute of tymes, compiled in a booke and 
2 by one —— 3 of St. Al- 
bons, 
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bons, on whoos ſoule God have mercy, and newly 
enpryated at Weſtmeſtre by Wynkyn de Worde. 
MccceLXXXXVII.“ | | 

It was the ſame ſchoolmaſter, without doubt, who 
printed three years before in Latin: 

* Rhetorica nova Fratris Laurentij Gulielmi de 
Soana ordinis minorum, compilata in alma Univerſi- 
tate Cantabrigiæ ann. 1478, impreſſa apud Villam 


Sti Albani. Mcccclxxx.“ 


This was once in biſhop More's library, being 
deſcribed in the printed catalogue of his other rare 
books [XY]: but it is now loſt, or ſtolen from that 
noble collection; which, by an example of munih- 
cence ſcarce to be paralleled, was given to our Uni- 
verſity by his Majeſty King George I, and will re- 
main a perpetual monument of the great mind and 


publick ſpirit of that Prince. 


The ſame book is mentioned by Mr. S among. 
thoſe given by archbiſhop Parker to Corpus-Chrilti 
college in Cambridge; but the words, compilata in 


Univer/itate Cantabrigiæ, have drawn this learned Anti- 


quary into the miſtake of imagining, that it was 
printed alſo that year at our Univerſity, and of doing 
us the honour of remarking upon it, “ So ancient 
was Printing in Cambridge.” Life of Archbiſhop 
Parker, p. 519. | 

We have one piece however in our library from 


this preſs, in a fmall folio, and at the end of it the 


following ad vertiſement: 


[VJ Catal. Libror. Manuſeriptor. Ang]. Orot. p. 391. 
| There 
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c There in thys boke afore ar contenyt the bokys 
of haukyng and huntyng with other pleſuris dyverſe. 
And alſo of coote armuris a nobull werke. And 
here now endyth the. boke of blaſyng of armys, 
tranſlatyt and complyt togedyr at Saynt Albons 
MCCCCLXXXVI1,” | 

After the firſt treatiſe of hawking and hunting, 
&c. is added, Explicit Dam Julyans Barnes in her 
boke of huntyng.” Though her name be ſubjoined 
to the firſt part only, yet the whole is conſtantly 


_ aſcribed to her, and palles for her work. She was 


of a noble family, ſiſter to Richard lord Berners of 
Eſſex, and prioreſs of Sopwell nunnery near St. 
Alban's : ſhe lived about the year 1460, and is cele- 
brated by Leland and other writers for her uncom— 
mon learning and accompliſhinents, under the name 
of Juliana Berners, | 

I ſhall now return to Mr. Caxros, and ſtate as 
briefly as I can the poſitive evidence that remains of 
his being the firſt printer of this kingdom ; for what 
I have already alledged, 1s chiefly negative or circum- 
ſtantial. And here, as I hinted at ſetting out, all our 
writers before the Reſtoration, who mention the in- 


troduction of the art amongſt us, give him the credit 


of it, without any contradiction or variation. Stowe, 
in his Survey of London, ſpeaking of the 37th year 
of Henry VI, or 1458, ſays, © The noble Science 
of Printing was about this time found at Magunce by 
Joh. Guttemberg, a knight; and WILLIAM CaxroN 
of London, mercer, brought it into England, about 

| the 
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the year 1471, and firſt practiſed the ſame in the 
abbey of Weſtminſter,” Truſſel gives the ſame ac- 
count in the Hiſtory of Henry VI, and Sir Richard 
Baker in his Chronicle : and Mr. Howell, in his Lon- 
dinopolis, deſcribes the place where the Abbot of 
Weſtminſter ſet up the firſt preſs for Caxton's uſe, in 
the Almonry or Ambry. But above all, the famous 
Joh. Leland, Library-keeper to Henry VIII, who by 
way of honour had the title of The Antiquary, and 


lived near to Caxton's own time, expreſsly calls him, 


* The firſt Printer of England,” (De Script. Brit. 
p. 480,) and ſpeaks honourably of his works: and 
as he had ſpent ſome time in Oxford, after having 
firſt ſtudied and taken a degree at Cambridge, he 
could hardly be ignorant of the Origin and Hiſtory 
of Printing in that Univerſity [Z]. I cannot forbear 


[Z] Leland calls Caxton, The firſt Printer of England; 
meaning that he was the firſt who practiſed that art-with 


| uſt fe Types, and conſequently firſt brought it to perfection; 


and this is not inconſiſtent with Corſellis's having printed 
earlier at Oxford with ſeparate cut Types in Mood, which 
was the only method he had learnt at Harleim. In like. 
manner the epitaph on THEODOR MARTENS, who prac- 
tiſed this art at Aloft above fixty years, and died May 28, 


1534, aged more than eighty, deſcribes H1M as the Inventor 


of Printing: „Qui artem charaRerizandt & Superiori Ger- 
mania, Galliaque, in Inferiorem hanc Germaniam tranſtu- 
lit;“ that is, on metal types, which were univerſally uſed in 
Germany and Gaul when Martens was a young man, and 
were ſtyled, by way of eminence, ars impreſſeria, or cha acteri 


* See Men ax, vol. I. p. 97, 98. vol. II. p. 34. B. & N. 
82 ad ling, 
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adding, for the ſake of a name ſo celebrated, the 
more modern teſtimony. of Mr. Henry Wharton, 
(Appeng. ad Cave, Hiſt. Liter. p. 49;) who affirms 
« Caxton to have been the firſt that imported the Art 
of Printing into this kingdom.” On whoſe autho- 
Tity, I imagine, the no leſs celebrated M. du Pin ſtyles . 
bim likewiſe the firſt printer of England. (Eccleſ. 


Hiſt. Cent, x1v. p. 71. ed. Engl.) 


To the atteſtation of our hiſtorians, who are clear 


in fayour of Caxton, and quite ſilent concerning an 


earlier preſs at Oxford, the works of Caxton himſelt 
add · great confirmation ; the rudeneſs of the letter; 
irregularity of the page; want of ſignatures ; initial 
letters, &c. in his firſt impreſſions, give a prejudice 
at ſight of their being the firſt productions of the 


art amongſt us. But, beſides theſe circumſtances, 1 


have taken notice of a paſſage in one of his books, 
(Recule, &c. in the end of the third book,) that 
amounts in a manner to a direct teſtimony of it. 
Thus end I this book, &c. and for as moche as in 
wrytyng of the ſame my penne is worn, myn hande 
wery, and myn eyen dimmed with overmoche lokyng 
on the whit paper—and that age crepeth on me 
dayly—and alſo becauſe I have promyſid to dyverce 
gentilmen and to my frendes to addreſſe to hem as 
haſtely as I might this ſayd book: Therefore I have 
practyſed, and lerned at my grete charge and diſpenſe 
to ordeyne this ſayd book in prynte after the maner 
and forme as ye may here ſee, and is not wreton with 


penne and ynke as other bokes ben to thende that 


every 
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every man may have them attones, for all the bookes 
of this ſtorye, named, the Recule of the hiſtoryes of 


Troyes, thus empryntid as ye here ſee, were begonne 


in oon day and alſo finiſhed in oon day, &c.” Now 
this is the very ſtyle and language of the firſt Printers, 
as every body knows, who has been at all conver- 
ſant with old books. Fauſt and Scheffer, the inven- 
tors, ſet the example in their firſt works from Mentz ; 
by advertiſing the publick at the end of each, © That 
they were not drawn or written by a pen (as all 
books had been before), but made by a new art and 
invention of printing, or ſtamping them by characters 
or types of metal ſet in forms.“ In imitation of 
whom, the ſucceeding printers, in moſt cities of Eu- 
rope, where the art was new, generally gave the like 
advertiſement; as we may fee from Venice, Rome, 
Naples, Verona, Baſil, Augſburg, Louvain, &c. 
juſt as our Caxton, in the inſtance above. ; 
In Pliny's Natural Hiſtory, printed at Venice, we 
have the following verſes : | 
Quem modo tam rarum cupiens vix lector haberet; 
Quiq; etiam fractus pœne legendus eram : 
Reſtituit Venetis me nuper Spira Johannes; 
Exſcripſitq; libros ære notante meos. 
Fefla manus quondam, moneo, calamuſq; quieſcat : 
Namq; labor ſtudio ceſſit & ingenio. MccccLxvinni.” 
In a Spaniſh hiſtory of Rodericus Santius, printed 
at Rome: | | 
De mandato R. P. D. Roderici Epiſcopi Palen- 


tini Auctoris hujus libri, ego UDALricus GALLVS 


ſine calamo aut pennis eund, librum impreſſi.“ 


At 
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At the end of Cicero's Philippic Orations: 


 &« Anſer Tarpeii cuſtos Jovis, unde, quod alis 


Conſtreperes, Gallus decidit; Ultor adeſt 
UI pzicus GaLLvs : ne quem poſcantur in uſum, 
Edocuit pennis nil opus effe tuis. 
Imprimit ille die, quantum non ſcribitur anno. 
Ingenio, haud noccas, omnia vincit homo.” 


In Euſebius's Chronicon, printed in Latin at Milan : 


* Omnibus ut pateant, tabulis impreſſit ahenis 
Utile Lavania gente Philippus opus. 
Hactenus hoc toto rarum fuit orbe volumen, 
Quod vix, qui ferret tædia, ſcriptor erat. 
Nunc ope Lavaniæ numeroſa yolumina noſtri 
Ere perexiguo qualibet urbe legunt.“ 


And as this is a ſtrong proof of his being our ied 
Printer; ſo it is a probable one, that this very book 
was the Firſt of his printing. I have never ſeen the 
Liber Feſtialis, a book without date, which Mr, | 
Palmer (Hiſt. of Printing, p. 340), takes for his firſt: 
but the reaſons aſſigned for it, ſeem to agree full as 


well tg the Recule of the Hiſtories of Troy: and 


had he met with this perfect in the end of the third 
book, he would probably have been of another 
mind. Caxton had finiſhed the tranſlation of the two 
firſt books at Cologn in 1471: and having then 
good leiſure, reſolved to tranſlate the third at the 
ſame place, (Recule, &c. end of the ſecond book ;) 
in the end of which, we have the paſſage recited 
above. 
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above. Now in his other books tranſlated, as this- 


was, from the French, he commonly marks the pre- 
ciſe time of his entering on the tranſlation ; of his 
finiſhing it; and of his putting it afterwards into the 
preſs : which uſed to follow each other with little or 
no intermiſſion, and were generally compleated within 
the compaſs of a few months. So that in the preſent 
caſe, after he had finiſhed the tranſlation, which muſt 
be in, or ſoon after, the year 1471, it is not likely 
that he would delay the impreſſion longer than was 
neceſlary for the preparing of his materials ; eſpecially 
as he was engaged by promife to his friends, who. 
ſeem to have been preſſing and in haſte, to deliver 
copies of it to them as ſoon as poſſible. 

But as in the caſe of the Firſt Printer, fo in this of 
his Fir/t Work, we have a teſtimony alſo from him- 
ſelf in favour of this book : for I have obſerved that, 
in the recital of his works, he mentions it the firſt in 
order, before „the Book of Chefle,” which ſeems 
to be a good argument of its being actually the firſt. 


% Whan I had—accompliſhed dyvers werkys and 


hyſtorys tranſlated out of frenſhe into engliſhe at the 
requeſte of certayn lordes ladyes and gentylmen, as 
the Recuyel of the Hiſtoryes of Troye, the Book 
of Cheſſe, the Hiſtorye of Jaſon, the Hiſtorye 


of the Mirrour of the World —I have ſubmyſed 


myſelf to tranſlate into engliſhe the Legende of 
Sayntes, called Legenda Aurea in latyn —and Wy- 
lvam Erle of Arondel deſyred me—and promyſed to 
take a reſonable quantyte of them ſente to me a 

worſhipful 


3» Txt onen 


worſhipful gentylman—promyſing that my ſayd lord 


ſhould duryng my lyf geve and graunt to me a yerely 
fee, that is to note, a buck in ſommer and a doo in 
wynter, &c.” (Maitteire, Supplem. ad Tom. I. Annal. 


p-: 449, not. 4.) 


All this, added to the common marks of earlier 
antiquity, which are more obſervable in this, than 
in any other of his books that I have yet ſeen, viz 
the rudeneſs of the letter; the incorrectneſo of the lan- 
guage ; and the greater mixture of French words, than 
in his later pieces; makes me conclude it to be his 
firſt work ; executed when he came freſh from a long 
reſidence in foreign parts. Nay, there are ſome cir- 
cumſtances to make us believe, that it was actually 
printed abroad at Cologn, where he finiſhed the 
tranſlation, and where. he had been pradtiſiag and 
learning the Art: for aſter the account given above, 
of his having learnt to print, he immediately adds, 
«© Whiche book I have preſented to my ſayd re- 
doubtid lady Margrete, Ducheſſe of Burgoyne, &c. 
and ſhe hath well acceptid hit, and largely rewarded 
me, &c.” which ſeems to imply his continuance 
abroad till after the impreſſion, as well as the tranſ- 
lation of the book [AA]. The conjecture is much 
ftrengthened by another fact atteſted of him; That 
he did really print at Cologn the firſt edition of 
« Bartholomzus de proprietatibus rerum,“ in Latin: 


_ FAA] It is not ſaid, or ſuppoſed, that Caxton came over 
with Corſellis, though he was an aſſiſtant with Turnour in 


* 


getting hin off. Sec above, p. 4. B. 
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which is affirmed by Wynkyn de Worde, in an 


Engliſh edition of the fame book, in the oaks 
lines [BB]: 


And alſo of your charyte beare in remembraunce 
The ſoule of William Caxton firſt printer of Fils 
FA boke, 


In laten tongue at Coleyn himſelf to advaunce, 


That every well diſpoſyd man may thereon loke.” 


I have never ſeen, or met with any one who has ſeen, 
this Latin edition of Bartholomæus by Caxton. It is 


certain, that the ſame book was printed at Cologn by 


Jo. Koelholf, and the firſt that appears of his printing, 
in the year 1470 [CC], whilſt Caxton was at the 
place, and buſy ing himſelf in the art: and if we ſup- 


' Poſe him to have Leen the encourager and promoter 


of the work, or to have furniſhed the expence of it, 
he might poſſibly on that account be conſidered at 
home as the author of it. 

It is now time to make an end, leſt I be cenſured 
for ſpending too much pains on an argument ſo in- 
conſiderable ; where my only view is to ſet right 


[BB] Maittaire, Ann, Append. ad Tom. I. p. 33. 

[CC] Ibid, p. 296.— This ſuppoſition is entirely over- 
thrown by an undoubted proof of. the date MecceLxx, in 
the copy Dr. MinDLETOY refers to, having been altered 
from MCCCCLXXX111, by an eraſure, See Note 41. 
It is however extremely probable, from the verſes of Wyn- 
kin de Worde, that the ff editron of this book was printed 
by Caxton at Cologn, without the name of pines or _ 
See MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 59, 60, N. 
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{ome little points, of hiſtory, that had been falſely or 
_negligently treated by our writers, to which the courſe 
of my ſtudies and employment engaged me to pay 
ſome attention: and aboye all, to do a piece of juſtice 
to the memory of our worthy countryman WILLIAN 
CAxrox; nor ſuffer him to be robbed of the glory 
ſo clearly due to him, of having i imported inta this 
lingdom an art of great uſe and beneſit to mankind : 
a kind of merit, that, in the ſenſe of all nations, gives 
the beſt title to true praiſe, and the bett claim to be 
commemorated with honour to poſterity : and it 
ought to be inſcribed on his monument, what I find 
declared of another printer, Bartholomæus Bottonus 
of Reggio; PRIMUS EGO IN PATRIA MODQ CHARTAS 
ARE SIGNAVI, ET NOVUS BIBLIOPOLA - FUI, &c. 
(Mairtaire, Append. ad tom. I. p, 432. in not,) 

He had been bred very reputably in the, way of 
trade, and ſerved an apprenticeſhip to one Robert 
Large, a mercer ; who, after having been ſheriff and 
lard mayor of London, dicd in * year 1441, and 
left by will, as may be ſeen in the Prerogative -office, 
*XX1111 marks to his apprentice WilL1am Caxrox : 
a conſiderable legacy 1 in thoſe days, and an early teſti- 
monial of his good character and integrity. 

From the time of his maſtcr's death, he ſpent the 
following thirty years beyond ſea, in the buſineſs of 
merchandize: where, in the year 1464, we find him 
employed by Edward IV, in a publick and honour- 
able negotiation, jointly with one Richard Whitchill, 
cl; to tranſact and conclude a treaty of commerce 
| between 
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between the king and his brother-in-law the Duke of 


Burgundy, to whom Flanders belonged. The com- 
miſſion {tyles them, © Ambathatores, Procuratores, 
Nuncios, & Deputatos ſpeciales;“ and gives to both 
or either of them full powers to treat, &c. [PD]. 
Whoever turns over his printed works, muſt con- 
tract a reſpect for him, and be convinced that he pre- 
ferved the ſame character through life, of an honeſt, 
modeſt man; greatly induſtrious to do good to his 
country, to the beſt of his abilities, by ſpreading 
among the people ſuch books as he thought uſeful to 
religion and good-manners, which were chiefly tranſ- 
lated from the French. The novelty and uſefulneſs 
of his art recommended him to the ſpecial notice and 


favour of the great; under whoſe protection, and at 


whoſe expence, the greateſt part of his works were 
publiſhed. Some of them are addreſſed to king Ed- 
ward the Fourth; his brother the Duke of Clarence; 
and their ſiſter the Dutcheſs of Burgundy ; in whole 


fer vice and pay he lived many years, before he began 


to print; as he oft acknowledges with great gratt- 
rude. He printed likewiſe for the uſe, and by the 
expreſs order, of Henry the Seventh ; his fon Prince 
Arthur; and many of the principal nobility and 
gentry of that age: all which confirms the notion of 
his being the Firſt Printer; for he would hardly 
have been ſo much careſſed and employed, had there 
been an earlier and abler artiſt all the while at Ox- 

[DD] Rymer, Ford. tom. XI. p. 536. Item Maittaire, 
* Typ. Append. ad tom. I. p. 33. 
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ford, who yet had no W e at all for the 
pace of eleven years. 
It has been generally aſſerted ad believed, that all 
his books were printed in the Abbey of Weſtminſter 3 

yet we have no aſſurance of it from himſelf, nor any 
mention of the place before the year 1477: ſo that 
he had been printing ſeveral years, without telling us 
Where. There is one miſtake however, worth the 
correcting, that the writers have univerſally fallen 
into, and taken up from each other; That John 
Iſlip was the abbot who firſt encouraged the art, and 
entertained the artiſt in his houſe : whereas I find 
upon enquiry, that he was not made abbot till four 
years after Caxton's death ; and that Thomas Milling 
was abbot in 1470, made biſhop of Hereford a few 
years after [1474], and probably held the abbey in 
commendam till the year 1485, in which John Eſtney 
next ſucceeded: fo that Milling, who was reputed a 
great ſcholar, muſt have been the generous friend 
and patron of Caxton, who gave that liberal recep- 
tion to an art fo beneficial to learning [EE ]. 

This ſhews how unſafe it is to truſt to common 
_ hiſtory, and how neceſlary it is to recur to original 
teſtimonies, where we would know the ſtate of facts 
with exactneſs. Mr.Eacrarp, at the end of Edward 
the Fourth's reign, among the learned of that age, 
-mentions W1LLIAM CAXTON as a writer of Engliſh 
Hiſtory ; but ſeems to doubt whether he was the 
fame with the printer of that name. Had he ever 


TE E] Willis's Hiſtory of Mitred Abbeys, vol. I. p. 206. 
| looked 
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looked into Caxton's books, the doubt had been 
cleared; or had he conſulted his Chronicle of Eng- 


land [FF], which it is ſtrange that an Engliſh Hiſto- 
rian could negle&t, he would have learnt at leaſt to 


fix the beginning of that reign with more exactneſs, 
as it is noted above, juſt Two YEARS earlier than he 
has placed it in his Hiſtory of England [GG]. 

There 


[FF] With deference to the opinion of CaxTon, it is 
placing his authority too high, when moſt, if not all, our 

Engliſh Chronicles are made to ſubmit to his, and a new 
era is preſcribed to one of our kings by it. It is needleſs 
to appeal to contemporary hiſtorians, where we are capable 
of producing demonſtration, We have already vindicated 
the true reading of our old Almanacks, and exterminated a 
falſe one from CaxTon's Chronicle. But the Doctor raiſes 
a triumph on his great diſcovery ; and poor Eachard is 
ſingled out to be laſhed, for not reading this Chronicle, or 
not making the ſame uſe of it as the DoQor does. See 
above, Note [D)], p. 8. B. & N. * 


[GG] J oN year, Dr. MippERTox ſhould have ſaid; 
EACHARD fixing it very right, 4 March, 1461, according 
to the common computation in thoſe days, (i. e. 1460-1); the 
Doctor 1459, according to our computation, (i, e. 1459-60). 


But this Gentleman ſeems reſolved to be at variance with 


that Hiſtorian as far as poſſible, He gives us his doubts ; 
but ſo much the worſt fade of them, that it is but juſt to let 
the Hiſtorian ſpeak for himſelf : © In this reign flouriſhed 
Joun HA DNC and WiLLiam CaxTon, both writers of 
the Englith Hiftory, And that which now began to give 


. encouragement to Learning, was the famous Art of Printing, 


winch was firſt found out in Germany by Joun GuTTEN- 
| 5 BERGHEN 
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There is no clear account left of Caxtori's age: 
but he was certainly very old, and probably above 
fourſcore, at the time of his death. In the year 1471 
he complained, as we have feen, of the infirmitics of 
age Creeping upon him, and feebling his body; yet 
he lived twenty-three years after, and purſued his 
buſineſs, with extraordinary diligence, in the abbey of 
Weſtminſter, till the year 1494 [HH], in which he 
died ; not in the year following, as all, who write of 
him, affirm. This appears from ſome verſes at the 
end of a book, called, © Hilton's Scale of Perfection,“ 
printed in the ſame year: 

e Infynite laud with thankynges many folde- 
I yelde to God me ſocouryng with his grace 
This boke to finyſhe which that ye beholde 
Scale of Perfeccion calde in every place 
Whereof th' auctor Walter Hilton was | 
And Wynkyn de Worde this hath ſett in print 
In William Caxſtons hows ſo fyll the caſe, 
Sad reſt his ſoule. In joy ther mot it ſtynt. 
Inpreſſus anno ſalutis McccocLxxxxii,” 


BERCHEN about 1440, or ſoitewhac later, and was brought 
into England by WILLIAM Caxrton, a mercer of Damen, 
and PROBABLY the ſame with the Hiſtorian, who firſt prac- 
tiſed the ſame in the Abbey of Weſtminiter 1451, and the 


-x1th of this reign.” The Hiſtorian writes ſo agreeably to 


the Doctor's hypotheſis, that one would think he need not 
be ſo much aſhamed of his company. B. & N. 

[HH] No longer than the year 149i, as Mr. Ames has 
. ince proved from his epitaph, and the edition of Catal, 


Biblioth. Harl. vol. III. p. 127, B. 
2 Though 
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Though he had printed for the uſe of Edward IV, 


and Henry VII; yet I find no ground for the notion 
which Palmer takes up, that the fiyſt printers, and 


particularly CAx ro, were ſworn ſervants and printers 
to the crown: for Caxton, as far as I have obſerved, 


gives not the leaſt hint of any ſuch character or title; 
though it ſeems to have been inſtituted not long after 
his death: for of his two principal workmen, Ri- 
chard Pynſon and Wynkin de Worde, the one was 
made Printer to the King; the other, to the King's 
mother the Lady Margaret. Pynſon gives himſelf 
the firſt title, in “ The Imitation of the Life of 
Chriſt,” printed by him at the commandment of the 
Lady Margaret, who had tranſlated the fourth bogk 
of it from the French, in the year 1 504 : and Wyn- 
kin de Worde aſſumes the ſecond, ' in “ The ſeven 


Penitential Pſalms,” expounded by aa Fa and 
printed in the year 1509. | 


But there is the title of a book given by Palmer, 


that ſeems to contradict what is here ſaid of Pynſon : 


viz. * Pſalterium ex mandato victorioſiſſimi Angliæ 


Regis Henrici Septimi, per Gulielmum Fanque, Im- 
preſſorem Regium, anno Mp1111z” which being the 
only work that has ever been found of this printer, 
makes it' probable, that he died in the very vear of 
its impreſſion, and was ſucceeded immediately by 
Richard Pynſon : whoſe uſe of the ſame title ſo ſoon 
after, ſhews the writers to be miſtaken in this, and 
ſeveral other particulars relating to his hiſtory, as 


well as that of Wynkin de Worde, which it is not 


my preſent buſineſs to explain, 
5 Mr. 
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T may Ss a ſtrange — he 0 of 
Printing has hitherto eluded all the reſearches of 
hy learned; and that this art, which has given light 
to all others, ſhould itſelf remain in obſcurity. And 
yet the wonder will ceaſe, if we conſider that it was 


invented as a more expeditious method of multiplying 


books than by writing, and was at firſt deſigned to 
-£0unterfeit it; conſequently was concealed for private 
1ntereſt, rather than revealed to the proprietor's ho- 


nour and the public advantage. As Mr. MEzaman 
nas endeavoured to reconcile ſome difficulties on this 


head in Latin, we ſhall: briefly lay them before the 
(Engliſh Reader, by which he will ſee the many miſ- 
takes of every one of our lateſt writers on the ſubject; 


and that the difficulties have ariſen, not ſo much from 


the want of hiſtorical evidences, as from not attending 
to the true * of them; from overlooking it in its 
* 


„ 


s © OY 
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imperfect ſtate, and as an embryo not born into day- 
light. 

The three cities, Mr. MEzxman obſerves, which 
have the faireſt claim to this honour, are Harleim, 
Mentz, and Straſburgh : to each it is to be aſcribed 
in a qualified ſenſe; the improvements the one made 
upon the other entitling them all, in ſome ſort, to the 
merit of the invention. —_ 

The firſt teſtimony of the inventor is that recorded 
by Hadrian Junius, in his Batavia, p. 253, ed. Lugd. 
Bat. 1 588 ; which, though it has been rejected by 
many, is of undoubted authority. Junius had the 
relation from two reputable men, Nicolaus Galius [A], 
who was his ſchoolmaſter, and from Quirinius Tale- 
Gus, his intimate and correſpondent. He aſeribes it 
to Laurentius the ſon of John (ZXdituus, or Cuſtos, of 
the cathedral at Harleim, at that time a reſpectable 
office), upon the teſtimony of Cornelius, ſometime 
a ſervant to Laurentius, and afterwards bookbinder 


[A] Galius fecns to be the fame who is called Claes Lot- 
tynſz. Gael, Scabinus Harlemi, as it is in the Faſti of that 
city, in the years 1531, 1533, and 1535. Quirinius in 
the ſame Faſt; is called Mr. Quiryn Dirk/zoon. He was many 
years amanuenſis to the great Ex asMus, as appears from his 
Epiſtle, 23 July, 1529, tom. III. Oper. p. 1222. He was 
afterwards Scabinus in 1537 & ſeq. ; and conſul in 1552 
& ſeq. But in the troubles of Holland he was cruelly killed 
by the Spaniſh foldiers, 23 May, 1573. There are ſome 


Letters of HADRIAN Junivs to this TALEsSTUs, in the 


Epiſtole Junianæ, p. 198. 
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to the cathedral, an office which had before been 
performed by Franciſcan fryars. His narrative was 
thus: That walking in a wood near the city (as the 


„ citizens of opulence uſe to da) he began at firſt to 


© cut ſome letters upon the. rind of a beach tree; 
« which, for fancy's ſake, being impreſſed on paper, 
ehe printed one or two lines, as a ſpecimen for his 
* grandchildren (the ſons of his daughter) to fol- 
% low.. This having happily ſucceeded, he medi- 
« tated greater things (as he was a man of ingenuity 
* and judgement); and firſt of all, with his ſon-in-law 
«© THOMAS PETER (who by the way left three ſons, 
*« who all attained the confular dignity), invented a 
* more glutinous writing ink, becauſe he found the 
& common ink ſunk and ſpread; and then formed 
hole pages of wood. with letters cut upon them; 
e of which ſort I have ſeen ſome eſſays, in an ano- 
* nymous work, printed only on one ſide, intituled, 

4 Speculum naſtræ ſalulis; in which it is remarkable, 
e that in the infancy of Printing (as nothing is com- 
e plete at its firſt invention) the back ſides of the pages 
e were paſted together, that they might not by their 
« nakedneſs betray their deformity. Pheſe beachen 
4c letters he afterwards changed for leaden ones, and 
« theſe again for a mixture of tin and lead | fanncas}, 


c as a leſs flexible and more ſolid and durable ſub- 


e ſtance. Of the remains of which types, when they 
were turned to waſte metal, thoſe old wine- pots 
« were caſt, that are ſtill preſerved in the family- 
« hovie, which ICOKS 1 into the market- place, inhabited 
O01 oe afterwards 
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i afterwards by his great grandſon Gerard TroMas, 
ea gentleman of reputation, whom I mention for the 
« honour of the family, and who died old a few years 
« fince. A new invention never fails to engage curio- 
*.firy. And when a commodity never before ſeen ex- 
« cited purchaſers, to the advantage of the inventor, 
« the admiration of the art increaſed, dependents were 
« enlarged, and workmen multiplied, the firſt ca- 
e lamitous incident. Among theſe was one Jonx, 
« whether, as we ſuſpect, he had ominouſly the name 
46 of Fausrvs [BI, unfaithful and unlucky to his 
« maſter, or whether it was really a perſon of that 
* hame, I ſhall not much inquire; being unwilling to 

0 & moleſt 


IB] Etymology, which leads to the true meaning of 
words, is a kind of hiſtorical knowledge, which renders the 
ſtudy of Grammar more pleaſing. To produce the various 
lights which it affords, would be endleſs; but we may be 
indulged in mentioning one inſtance, which is immediately 
connected hoth with our profeſſion and the perſon here 
mentioned. Joux FavsrT, or Fust, is by many ſuppoſed to 
have derived his name from Fau/?us, happy; and Dr. Fauftus 
ſeems to carry an air of grandeur in the appellation : but very 
erroneouſly, John Fauſt, or Fuſt, is no more than Jahn 
Hand, whence our name F;/?. This is of ſmall moment in 
itſelf, if an eminent German Critic (Ex asMus Scamipivs) 
had not refined too much upon it, and led himſelf into a 
miſtake by his too great knowledge, The famous editions 
of Tully's Offices by Jon Fust (for there are certainly 
two, one in 1465, the other in 1466) have uniformly, at 
the end, the following colophons. The firſt of them, 

| 12 Preſens 


60 THE ORIGIN: 


© moleſt the ſilent ſhades, who ſuffer from a confcions 
2 neſs of their paſt actions in this life. This man, 
* bound 
Preſens Marci tulii clariſrũ opus. lo- 
hannes fuſt Mogũtinus civis. nd atrame- 
to. plumali cana neq; aerea. Sed arte qua- 
dam perpulcra. Petri manu pueri mei feli- 
eiter effeci finitum. anno M. ccec. Ixv. 
The ſecond 15 worded with more exactneſs, and ſtands thus: 
Preſens tulii M. clariſſũ opus Jo- 
hannes fuſt Mogutinus ci vis. no attrame- 
to. plumali cana neq, aerca. Sed arte qua- 
dam perpulcra. manu Petri de Gernſheini pueri mei feli- 
eiter effect finitum. anno M. ocec xi. quarta die 
me nſis februarii. 3. IC | 
Now Schmidius, i in Nov. Teſt. 113 1658, p. 5, 
tells us he was poſſeſſed of a copy of this book, with the firſt 
of theſe colophons; and had heard of, but never ſeen, the 
other. This learned Critic, full of the meaning of the name 
Fut, ſays : © Moneo non rectè ſcribi manu Petri, &c. quaſi 
70 manu eſſct ablativus inſtrumenti ; quum ab autore, licet 
, uſurpetur in genitivo, arte Petri Manu, & fit 
proprium, Peter Fuſt oder Fauft, non appellativum.“ 
The Latin indeed, if ſo read, is not diſagreeable to the rude- 
neſs of the age, when that language, though much diffuſed, 
was yet read and written with a very low degree of accuracy. 
But the misfortune is, Schmidius's reading is inconſiſtent 
wich hiſtory : for it does not appear that Joux Fusr had any 
ſion ax ſervant named PETER, except PETER SCHOEFFER de 


: Gernſheim, to whom, for being an uſeful aſſiſtant to him in 
his hes gave * CHRISTIAN (or Dix AH) Fust in 


marriage; 
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bound by oath to keep the ſecret of Printing, when 
. ho thought he had learnt the art of joining the 
“letters, 


marriage ; and it is not clear that it was a cuſtom in Ger- 
many for the huſband to change his name for the wife's.— 
There can be very little doubt, therefore, of there having 
been two editions, unleſs the variation is accounted for by 
ſuppoſing that the colophon in Schmidius's copy was printed 
off before it was fully corrected; which might poſſibly be the 
caſe, becauſe the month and day ſeem to have been omitted ; 
at leaſt, Schmidius, who is very particular here, has not 
copied them, though they are uſually added in the colophons 
of that age. But, after all, if Schmidius had ſcen, in the co- 
lophon of 1466, manu PETRI DE GERNSHEIM pueri mei, he 
muſt have given up his interpretation of manu. We leave 
this however as a curioſity to be ſought after; and as highly 
to be prized, when poſſeſſed, as Duke Lauderdale's Bible, 
with the forgery in it of, Paul, a KN AV of Jeſus Chriſt *. 

Mr. Maittaire (in his Annales Typographicæ, 1719, vol. I. 
p. 60.) tells us, „he has COMPARED the editions of 1465 
and 1466; and finds them, except the variation of the 
colophon, EXACTLY the ſame,” —Mr. Palmer, in 1732, 
either not knowing this circumſtance, or not attending to 
it, ſays (Hiſt, of Printing, p. 81), © It is very probable 
* theſe editions may be the ſame, the laſt ſheet only re- 
printed; which may be eaſily known by comparing them to- 
« wether ; and it were to be wiſhed, that ſome of the cu- 
« rioſo's of Oxford would take that trouble, fince they are 
e both there, as appears from Ant. Wood's liſt.“ The 
reverend Dr. Taylor, chancellor of Lincoln, afterwards 


* Sce an account of this book in the Notes of Forteſcue . 


Eſq; on Lord Chief Juſtice Fortelcue on Ablolute and Limited 
Monarchy, p. 42, 


examined 
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« letters, the method of caſting the types, and other 
60 . of that nature, taking the moſt convenient 


0 time 


examined both editions, and favoured us with the follow- 
ing remark : I HAVE COMPARED THEM too, and 
«© EXACTLY; and find them VERY DIFFERENT : every 
&« page indeed beginning and ending alike, but not every 
ce line : the ſhape alſo of ſeveral letters being very different, 
& particularly n, as thus, O. M. J. T.“ 

The %, and d, are likewiſe differently formed in theſe co- 


- pies. See Catal. Bibl. Harleian. vol. IV. A. D. 1744, p. 520. 


Theſe editions are taken notice of in the Bibliographie 
Inſtruftive des Belles Lettres, par Guillaume Frangois de Bure, 
le Feune, p. 151. The firſt of them has ſo many variations 
as to induce that writer to think there were three or four 
editions in 1465. 
One edition has, The other, 


In the Title of the volume, Arpinatis —— garpmatis 
ſ'Prefatio — Prefacio 
In the Preface, 4 ixcipit — xcipit 
: : nichil — nisi 
In the Latin verſes at the ; | . 
end of Book III. | cupiens TT... { 
; ſ ſat, and a line 
At the end of the Paradoxes, ſunt — { 2k bs add. 


In the Verſus x11 Sapientum, ſapientmy —— ſapientz 
| Les Ecufſons de Schoyffer, —— (wanting.) \ 


In the firſt edition of 1465, before the ode of Horace, 


Diiffugere nives, &c. printed at the end, is this inſcription, 


in two lines : 

Manlio Torquato Flaccus, de vite hu- 

mane brevitate. per comparationem tẽpis, hec; 
The titles of Three Precepts of Friendſhip are tranſpoſed in 
the firſt edition, and right in the ſecond; and many other 
variations, too minute to mention, 


NE. 
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ce time that was poſſible, on Chriſtmas eve, when all 
« were cuſtomarily employed in luſtral facrifices, 
« ſeizes the collection of types, and all the imple- 
© ments his maſter had got together, and, with one 
* accomplice, marches off to Amſterdam, thence to 


6 Cologn, and at laſt ſettled at Mentz, as at an 


« aſylum of ſecurity, where he might go to work 
© with the tools he had ſtolen. It is certain that 
ein a year's time, viz. in 1442, the Dodrinale of 
Alexander Gallus, which was a Grammar much 
«+ uſed at that time, together with the Tra#s of Peter 
* of Spain, came forth there, from the ſame types as 
Laurentius had made uſe of at Harleim.” 

Thus far the narrative of Junius, which he had 


| frequently heard from Nicolaus Galius; to whom it 


was related by Cornelius himſelf, who lived to a 
great age, and uſed to burſt into tears upon reflect- 
ing on the loſs his maſter had ſuſtained, not only in 
his ſubſtance, but in his honour, by the roguery of 
this ſervant, his former aſſociate and bedfellow. 
Cornelius, as appears by the regiſters of Harleim ca- 

thedral, died either in 1515 or the beginning of the 


Mr. De Bure adds, that in (Clement's or) the third edi- 
tion the Four Lines of Title are wanting; which may have 
been omitted in that copy by miſtake, a; thoſe lines are in 
red in the other copies; and therefore this is moſt probably 
not a different edition. 

He ſuppoſes alſo a fourth edition in vellum; but that is 
no criterion. A copy in vellum of the edition in 1466 is 
in the Britiſh Muſeum. B. & N. | 


followin 8 
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following year ; ſo that he might very well give this 
Information to Nicolaus Galius, who was ſchool- 
_ maſter to I adrian Junius. 
Though this circumſtance is probable as to the 
main fact, yet we muſt ſet aſide the evidence of it in 
ſome particulars. The firſt obvious difficulty is 
noticed by Scriverius; * that the types are ſaid to 
be made of the rind of beach, which could not be 
ſtrong enough to bear the impreſſion of the preſs.” 
This is removed, if, inſtead of the bark, we ſubſti- 
tute a bongh of the beach. The idea of the bark, 
when Junius wrote this, was perhaps ſtrong in his 
mind, from what Virgil tells us (Ecl. v. 13.) of its 
being uſual to cut words on the bark of a beach; and 
thence he was calily led to make a wrong application 
of it here. 5 
2. The letters were at firſt wocden, and are ſaid 
to be afterwards exchanged for metal types; from 
which the wine-pots were formed, remaining in the 
time of Junius. According to tradition, Printing was 
carried on in the ſame houſe long after the time of 
Laurentius: thoſe pots might therefore be formed 
from the waſte metal of the priating-houſe, after the 
uſe of fufile types became univerſal. But Laurentius 
ſeems to have carried the art no farthcr than ſeparate 
wooden types. What is a remarkable confirmation of 
this, HENRY SIECHEL, who wrote in the ſixteenth 
century, in à poem intituled Heriſpiegel, ſays thus in 
Dutch]: © Thou firſt, Laurentius, to ſupply the defect 
« of wooden tablets, adartedſt wooden types, and 
« afterwards 
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te afterwards didſt connect them with a thread, to imi- 
e tate writing. A treacherous ſervant procured to 
&« himſelf the honour of the diſcovery. But Truth 
te itſelf, though deſtitute of common and wide-fpread 
“ fame; Truth, I ſay, till remains.” No mention 
in the Poem of metal types; which had he been 
robbed of, as well as the wooden ones, would ſcarcely 
have been paſſed over in filence. 

When LavrENTIvs firſt deviſed his rough ſpecimen 
of the art, can only be gueſſed at. He diedin 1440, 
after having publiſhed the Speculum Belgicum, and 
two editions of Donatus, all of different wooden, types ; 
which it is probable (conſidering the difficulties he 
had to encounter, and the many artiſts whom he 
muſt neceſſarily have had occaſion to conſult) coſt him 
fome years to execute; ſo that the firſt eſſay might 


be abour 1430, which nearly agrees with PeTRUs 


ScRIVERIUS, Who ſays, the invention was about ten 
or twelve years before 1440 [C]. 
3. What 


[C] Scriverius s account is ſomewhat different from that 
of Junius. He tells us, that “Laurentius, walking in the 
« wood, picked up a ſmall bough of a beech, or rather of 


an oak tree, blown off by the wind; and, after amuſing 


& himſelf with cutting ſome letters on it, wrapped it up 
&© in paper, and afterwards lay down to fleep. When he 
C awaked, he perceived that the paper, by a ſhower of rain or 
e ſome accident, having got moiſt, had received an impreſſion 
5 from theſe letters; which induced him to purſue the ac- 
& cidental diſcovery.” Seriverius however proceeds, ac- 


cording to Mr, Meerman, on a wrong hypotheſis ; as he 


R takes 
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3. What was the ſpecimen which he firſt diverted 


himſelf with in cutting, after- three centuries, one 


would think impoſſible to be diſcovered, And yet 
Jon. Exscnevivs, a printer, thinks he was ſo happy 
as to find it, being an old parchment Horarium, printed 
on both fides; in gight pages, containing the Letters 
of the Alphabet, the Lord's Prayer, the Apoſtles 
Creed, and three ſhort prayers. And Mr. Mtzr- 
MAN having ſhewn this to proper artiſts, who were 
judges of theſe matters, they gave it as their opinion 
that it agreed exactly with the. deſcription of Junius. 
It is conformable to the firſt edition of the Dutch 
Speculum Salvaticnis, and the fragments of both 
Deonatus's of Holland, which are both the works of 
the ſame Laurentius, and were preceded by this, 
In theſe types, which are certainly moveable, cut, and 
uneven, there is a rudeneſs which Mr. MEErMax has 


not obſerved in any other inſtance, There are no num- 


bers to the pages, no ſignatures, no direction words [DI, 
5 


takes it for granted that the firſt eſſays were on wooden 


blocks, and not on ſeparate wooden types, —Junius's account 
is from the ſervants of Laurentius; Scriverius's is grounded 
on imagination, and on an error of Scaliger. The former is 
clear; the latter, when the circumſtance of going ta ſleep 15 
conſidered, ſgems to border on the marvellous, N. 

[DJ It is a ridiculous conceit of ſome, that theſe were 
called cuſtodes from Laureatius's name Cofter ; whereas they 
undoub:edly received their name from their office, as being 
keepers to the pages, that they may follow in order; and 
were never 1ſed by Laurentius or lus family. See Mrkg- 

5 | MAN, 
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| no diviſions at the end of the lines; on the contrary, 
a ſyllable divided in the middle is ſeen, thus, Sp 
ifits in p. 8. I. 2, 33 There are no diſtinctions nor 
points, which are ſeen in the other works of Lauren- 
tius; and the letter i is not marked with an accent, 
but with a dot at the top. The lines throughout 
are uneven. . The ſhape of the pages not always 
the ſame, not (as they ſhould be) rectangular, but 
ſometimes rhomb- like, ſometimes an i/ocele trape- 
zium ; and the performance ſeems to be left as a 
ſpecimen of his piety and ingenuity in the eſſay of 
this new-invented art. Mr. MEERMAN has given an 
exact engraving of this ſingular curioſity. 

There are FouR other credible teſtimonies, who 
lived before Junius, that confirm the relation [E] of 


MAN, vol. I. p. 77. For the introduction of alias and fig- 
nutures, fee note [Q_], p. 27, 28, To which we may add, 
that Mr. MEeRMan thinks the firſt inftance of either folics 
or running titles was in the * Sermones Lrow. de UTino, 
* Parifii, 1477 ;” though the uſe of ſolios is fo obvious, that 
they are moſt probably to be found in old Mff. N. 
[E] Coæval almoſt with CoxneLivs was ULric ZELT, 
a native of Hanover, the firſt who practiſed Printing at 
Cologn, who attained the rudiments of the art by offi- 
ciating as Corrector of the Preſs under Fuſt or Gutenberg, 
as appears by the Chronicon of Cologn, a work written 
under his own inſpection. ZELL being a German, and 
profeſſedly an advocate for the cauſe of Mentz, his teſti- 
mony in favour of Harleim (where he allows the foun- 
dation of the art was laid) will be acknowledged unexcep- 
tionable, See MEezrMay, vol. I. p. 60. B. & N. 
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Cornelius, and yet ſeem to derive their authority 
from a different channel; and who all mention the 

theft of Laurentius's ſervant, and his ſetting up at 
»Mentz (ſee MEERMAx's Documenta, LXXXI—ILXXXIv); 
viz | | 

I. © Zarenus, in Joaxx1s VAN ZuvREN reliquiæ, 
* ex opuſculo deperdito, cui tit. Zurenus junior, five, 
de prima, et inaudita hactenus vulgo, et veriore 
tamen artis ty pographicæ inventione dialogus, nunc 
* primum conſcriptus, autore Joan. Zureno, Harlemeo, 
ad ampliſimum virum N. N. aſſervatæ—a Petr. 
« Scriverio in Laurea Laurentiana, c. II.“ 

2. © Tgzopokus VolckARDI COORNHERTIVUS in 
* dedicatione præmiſſa verſioni Belgie Officiorum 
“ Ciceronis, edit. Harlem. 1561, atque inſcripta Con- 
* ſulibus, Scabinis, et Senatoribus ejuſdem urbis.“ 
3. HExNRIS PANTALEON, Lib. de viris illuſtri- 

« bus Germaniz, part. II. p. 397, ſeq. ed. Baſil. 1565.” 

4. Lo povicus GvuicciaRDINUs, Deſcrizzione di 
ce tutti 1 Paeſi Baſſi, edita Antwerpiæ, typis Gul. Sylvii, 
41567, p. 180, in deſcriptione urbis Harlemi.“ 

But PAN TAL EON, it ſhould be obſerved, is miſtaken 
when he aſcribes to Joun FvsT the invention of 
Printing, and more ſo when he ſays that he took in 
John Scheffer, inſtead of Peter, partner: for John, the 
ſon of Peter, and grandſon of Fauſtus by his daughter, 
was certainly not born in 1440, ſince he was famous 
in 1348. See Marcnuaxy, Hiſt. de l'Imprimerie, 
p- 50. Beſides, this writer aſſerts that Nic. Jenſon 
followed the art in France; who, though he was 

born 
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born in that Hr wir ch yet practiſed Printing no where 
but at Venice. He mentions likewiſe two remark». 


able circumſtances ; one, of the manner of hiding the 


types, when they had ſtolen them, “cos literas in ſac- 
© culis-clauſts ſecum in officinas tuliſſe, atque ab- 


« euntes abſtuliſſe;ꝰ the other, of the honour paid 
to the firſt artiſts [F]. The greateſt part of what 


de has written is borrowed from Wing 
Epit. Rer. German. 

But, whatever elſe may appear doubtful in the 
narratixe of Junius, it is very clear that the firſt 
eſſays of che art are to be attributed to Lauken- 
TIUS 19 who uſed wy / parate n pes. He 

died 


[F] Mr. MrkxxMAx obſerves, that the elle of other 
manual profeſſions was accounted a derogation to nobility; 
but that this Art conferred honour on its profeſſors. 
Hence it was very early practiſed by many who were of 
noble families, and even by eminent Ecclefiaſtics, Joux 
GUTENBERG was, in 146g, received inter Aulicos by the 
Elector Aporruvs: and the Emperor FRED ERIC III. 
permitted Printers to wear gold and ſilver; and hoth Typo- 
graphi and Ypatbetæ were honoured by him with the privi- 
lege of wearing coat-armour z * T ypothetis ſcil. aquilz, 
1 pographis autem gryphi, pede altero pilam tinctoriam 
«& unguibus tenentis, ſcutum donavit, cum aperta galea, et 
% ſuperimpoſita ei corona,” MęERMAN, vol. I. p. 47, 
48, 207. And ſee hereafter, p. 99. 

[G] It may not be improper here to give an abridgement 
of Mr, MEERMAN's account of LauRENT1Vs and his fa- 
mily :—He was born at Harleim about 1 370, and executed 
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died in 1440; and Mr. MEERMAN is of opinion (on 
the authority of Gvicciary INT) that the types? were 


ſtolen very ſoon. after his death. | 
| Mlaſt 
ſeveral departments of e in that city.— Thoſe 
vriters are miſtaken, who aſſign to him the ſurname of 
Cos rER, or aſſert that the office of AÆdituus was heredi- 
tary in his family. In a diploma of ALBERT of Bavari 

in 1380, in which, among other citizens of Harleim, our 
Laurentius's father is mentioned by the name of « Joaxxrs 
+ LAURExTII filius,“ BEROLDus is called Ædituus, who 
was ſurely of another family; and in 1396 and 1398 Hen- 
n cus a LUx EN enjoyed that office; after whoſe reſigna- 
tion, Count Al BERT conferring on the citizens the privi- 
lege of elefing their Ædituus, they, probably ſoon after, 
fixed on LAuRENTIus; who was afterwards called Cos TER, 
from his office, and not from his family name, as he was 
_ deſcended from an illegitimate branch of the Gens BRE- 
DERODIA. His office was very lucrative; and that he was 
a man of great property, the elegance of his houſe may 


teſtify. That he was the inventor of Printing, is plain 


from the narrative of Junius. His firſt work was the Ho- 
rarium abovementioned, p. 66; the next the Speculum Sa- 
lutit, in which he introduced pictures on wooden blacks ; 
then Donatus, the larger ſize; and afterwards the ſame 
work in a leſs ſtze. All theſe were printed on ſeparata 
moveable wooden types, faſtened together by threads, If It 
be thought improbable that ſo ingenious a man ſhould have 
proceeded no farther than the invention of wooden types ; it 


may be anſwered, that he printed for profit, not for fame; 
and wooden types were not only at that time made ſooner + 


and cheaper than metal could be, but were ſufficiently durable 


for the ſmall impreſſions of each book he muſt neceſſarily 
have 


N 
N 
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Moſt writers agree that there was a robbery by 
ſome one; though they differ in the particulars, 
and 


have printed. —His preſs was nearly ſhaped like the com- 
mon wine-prefſes, —He printed ſome copies of all his books 
both on paper and vellum.— It has been very erroneouſly 
ſuppoſed that he quitted the profeſſion, and died broken- 
hearted : but it is certain that he did not live to ſee the 
art brought to perfe&tion.—He died in 1440, aged 70; and 
was ſucceeded either by his ſon-in-law "THomas PETER, 
who married his only daughter Lucia ; or by their imme- 
diate deſcendants, PETER, ANDREw, and THoMas; who 
were old enough (even if their father was dead, as it is 
likely he was) to conduct the buſineſs, the eldeſt being at 
leaſt 22 or 23. The loſs they had ſuſtained by the robbery 


- would be repaired without much difficulty or expence; and 


they ſtill had the affiftance of CokNELius, and other ſer- 


vants of their grandfather. —What books they printed, it is 
not eaſy to determine; they having, after the example of 


LAuRENTIUsS, (more anxious for profit than for fame) nei- 
ther added to their books their names, the place where they 
were printed, or the date of the year, —Their firſt eſſays 
were new editions of Donatus and the Speculum; They 
afterwards re-printed the latter, with a Latin tranſlation ; 
in which they uſed their grandfather's wooden pictures; and 
printed the book partly on wooden blocks, partly on wooden 


- ſeparate typer, as Mr. MEERMan clearly proves, vol. I. 


p. 135; who has given an exact engraving of each fort, taken 
from different parts of the ſame book, which was publiſhed 
between the years 1442 and 1450. Nor did they ſtop here; 
but continued to print ſeveral editions of the Speculum both 
in Latin and. in Dutch. Four editions of this book are yet 

to 


3% FREE :O'REGIN 

and even in the name of the perſon who is ſaid to 
Have committed it. Thoſe who deny the whole ſtory 
ground their opinion, 1. on the improbability of ſuch 


a fa& being done on fo public a night, when the 


whole city mult neceſſarily have been awake; 2. on 
the great difficulty there muſt have been in conveying 
a large quantity of materials through the gates of 


do be ſeen, There are many other books in being, cer- 
tainly printed in Holland, which may with probability be 
aſſigned to this family. Of the following ones in parti- 
- cular, there can be no doubt: „ Hiſtoriæ ALEXANDRI 
% Magni;“ *©FLavit VEDATII | for VECETII] RENATI 
« Epitome de re Militari ;” “Opera varia a THoAS KEx- 
od 2 Of cach of theſe Mr. MrkGMAN has given au 
engraved ſpecimen, They were all printed with ſeparate 
wwooden types; and, by their great neatneſs, are a proof that the 
deſcendants of LAUREN TIUs were induſtrious in improving 
his invention. And hence an additional argument may be 
brought in favour of CorsgLL1s, whole impreſſions were 
likewiſe on ſeparate wooden types, are remarkable for their 
neatneſs, and much reſembling thoſe of Harleim, whence 
he came to Oxford about 1459, See above, p. 7, 8.— 
KE IS was printed at Harleim in 1472, and was the laſt 
known work of LauREeNT3us's deſcendants, who ſoon after 
diſpoſed of all their materials, and probably quitted the em- 


_ - ployment; as the uſe of file iypes was about that time 


univerſally diffuſed through Holland by the ſettling of 
MARTENs at Aloft, where he purſued the art with reputa- 
tion for upwards of ſixty years. PETER and ANDREW, the 
two eldeſt grandſons of LAuRENTIUs, periſhed in the civil 
War of 1492, Sec MEERMAN's Index primus. B. & N. 


Harleun, 
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Harleim, which no one was permitted to paſs at 
night unexamined, or through the ſeveral other towns 
in the way to Mentz; and, 3. on his having been 
permitted to exerciſe the art after his arrival in that 
city, without being moleſted by any judicial com- 
plaint from thoſe whom he had robbed. 
To this it may be anſwered, that Juxivs wrote in 
a very figurative manner ; and, to expreſs his abhor- 
rence of the crime in the ſtrongeſt light, accuſed the 
robber of having ſtolen © the collection of types, and 
© ALL the inſtruments his maſter had got together.” 
But ſurely much leſs would effectually have anſwered 
the purpoſe of this unfaithful ſervant. Skilled as he 
mult have been in every department of the buſineſs, 
it could be no difficulty to him to get proper Work- 
men, in any country, who could (by his inſtruc- 
tions) ſupply him with a preſs, and every thing elſe 
that was bulky. All that he really wanted was, 4 
ſmall quantity of wooden types, as a pattern to cut 
others from. Theſe he might pack up in a ſmall 
. parcel, either late at night, or early in the morning; 
which it would be an eaſy matter to conceal till the 
city gates were opened. And indeed no time could 
be more ſuitable to ſuch a purpoſe than that which 
is aſſigned to it; ſince, no buſineſs being performed 
either on that or the following day, he would be far 
out of their reach when the loſs ſhould be dif- 
covered; and it is highly probable that (CoRN E- 
11vs and the other ſervants of the family being em- 
ployed in their religious duties) he had an oppor- 
| | I. unity 
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tunity of being ſome hours alone in the houſe, and 
of plundering unmoleſted whatever he had occa- 
ſion for. Perhaps he even obtained permiſſion from 
the family of his deceaſed maſter to take a journey 
to Amſterdam or Mentz, for which ſome plauſible 
pretence might readily be formed. However this was, 
it would be eaſy to prevent the diſcovery of his fraud 
till he ſhould be ſafe out of the territories of Hol- 
land. It was his bufineſs therefore to rake the 
ſhorteſt route (through Amſterdam and Cologn) to 
Mentz, his native city. Here he fixed his reſidence, 
and had little to apprehend from the tribunal of 
Harleim, whoſe ſentence (if any ſuit was even entered 
againſt him) could extend no farther than to baniſh 
him from a country which he never more intended to 
re- viſit. | 

Having ſhewn that a theft was actually committed, 
ir will be neceſſary to inquire who was the guilty 
perſon. It is clear from all accounts that his name 
was JohN [HJ]. ZurExvs expreſsly calls him a fo- 
reigner; and there is little doubt of his being a na- 
tive of Mentz: why elſe ſhould he have choſen to 
ſettle in that city, at a diſtance from his family 


[H] It is ſomewhat ſingular, that many of the earlieſt 
Printers were thus named; as, GEINSFLEICH ſenior and 
junior, FusT, MeriDExBACHivs, and PETERSHEMIVs; a 
circumſtance which induced the Leipfic Printers to conſecrate 
St. Joux the Baptiſt's anniverſary to feſtivity, as is ob- 
ſerved by Jo. STor1vs, in a Diſſertation preſerved by 
Worrrvs, Monum. Typogr. tom. II. p. 475, in not. N. 


2 . and 
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and friends, whoſe aſſiſtance he would need in ſo new 
and arduous an undertaking? What his ſurname was, 
is an intereſting inquiry. luxus, aſter ſome he- 
ſitation, aſcribes it to Joun FusT; but with in- 
juſtice : for he was a wealthy man, who aſſiſted the 
firſt printers with money at Mentz; and though he 
afterwards was proprietor of a printing-office, yet he 
never, as far as appears, did any part of the buſineſs 
with his own hands; and conſequently he could never 
have been a ſervant to LaurRtEnTivs. Nor is the 
conjecture of ScRIVERIUS better founded, who fixes 
it upon JohN GUTENBERG, Who (as appears by au- 
thentic teſtimonies) reſided at Straſburg from 1436 to 
1444, and during all that period employed much 
fruitleſs labour and expence in endeavouring to at- 
tain this art. Mr. MEERMAN once thought, * it 
might poſſibly be either JouN ME1DENBACHIUS 
© (who, we are told by Sts. MunsTEr and the au- 
« thor of Chronographia Moguntinen/is, was an aſ- 
te ſiſtant to the firſt Mentz printers) ; ar Joun PETER - 
* SHEIMIUS (Who was ſometime a {ſervant to FusT 
* and SCHOEFFER, and ſet up a printing-houſe at 
% Francfort 1459) ; or, laſtly, ſome other perſon, 
* who, being unable through poverty to carry on 
„the buſineſs, diſcovered it to GEINSFLEICH at 


„ Mentz.” But more authentic intelligence after- 


wards convinced him there were two perſons of this 
name, who appear to have been brothers, and that 
the junior was diſtinguiſhed by the additional appel- 
lation of GUTENBERG. Thefe were both printers; 

| L 2 and 
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and their money ſhalt be given in as ſhort a pat 
as poſſible (II. 


All things being fully conſidered, it appears that 
Joux tans ſenior was the diſhoneſt ſervant, 
who was born at Mentz, and who, in the papers 
publiſhed by Komr.zxvs, we find there in the year 
1441, and not before: for though he was of a good 
family, yet was he poor, and ſeems to have been 
obliged, as well as his brother, to have ſought his 
livelihood in a foreign country; and perhaps was 


II] There were two Joun GEINSFLEiCHEs of Mentz, 
the ſenior called GEINSFLEICH 267: SC the other diſ- 
tinguiſhed by the name of GurEN BERC. They were both 
poor; though of a family diſtinguiſhed by knighthaod, 
They were both married men, and were moſt probably 
brothers, as it was not uncommon in that age for two bro- 
chers to have the ſame Chriſtian name. Theſe both ap- 
pear in a diſreputable light. The eldeſt robbed his maſter, 
with many aggravating circumſtances. The youngeſt was 
remarkably contentious; and, after entering into a contract 
of marriage with Axx A, a noble girl of The Tron Gate, re- 
fuſed to marry her till compelled by a judicial decree ; and 
afterwards cared not what became of the lady, but left her 
behind at Strasburgh when he removed to Mentz, He had 
not only frequent quarrels with his wife; but with Ax- 
PREwW DRIiZEREN, AnDrEw HElLMANN, and John 
Rirr, all of whom were aſſoclated with him at Strasburg, 
in his different employments, of making of looking-glaſſes, 
poliſhing of precious ſtones, and endeavouring to attain the 
art of Printing: and with theſe he involved himſelf in three 
| law-ſuits, Sce MeerMan, vol. I. p. 163, &. N. | 
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content to be under LAUREN TITUS, that when he had 
learnt the art, he might follow it in his own. But, to 
leave conjeQure, we may produce ſome certain teſti- 
monies. | 

1, It is what Jux1vs himſelf ſays, that the perſon 
who ſtole the types did it with a view to ſet up elſe- 
where; nor is it likely that he would either make no 
uſe of an art he had ſeen ſo profitable to LAuREN- 
Ius, or that he would teach it to another, and lab 


mit to be again a ſervant. 


2. The Lambeth Record, which is printed above, 
p. 3, from Mr. Arx Ns, tells us, that © Mentz gained 
* the art by the brother of one of the workmen of 
© Harleim, who learnt it at home of his brother, 
e who after ſet up for himſelf at Mentz.”—By the 
ſtricteſt examination of the beſt authorities, it is plain 
that by theſe 7w00 brothers the two GEINSFLEICHES 
muſt be meant. But as the younger (who was called 
GUTENBERG) was never a ſervant to LaurRENTIUs, 
it muſt be the ſenior who carried off the types, and 
jnſtructed his brother in the art; who firſt applied 
himſelf to the buſineſs at Straſburg, and afterwards 
joined his elder brother, who had in the mean time 


| ſettled at Mentz. 


What is ſtill ſtronger, two Chronologers of Straf- 
burgh, the one named Dax. SyEKLINUs, the other 
anonymous (in MRERMAxN's Documenta, Ne Lxxxx, 
LXXXVI) tell us expreſsly, that Joun GETINSFPTEICR 
(viz, the ſenior, whom they diſtinguiſh from Gurkx- 
BERG), having learnt the art by being ſervant to its 


frft 
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firſt inventor, carried it by theft into Mentz, his 
native country. They are right in the fact, though miſe 
taken in the application of it; for they make Straß 
burg the place of the invention, and MExTELIus the 
inventor, from whom the types were ſtolen: but this 
is plainly an error; for GEINSFLEICHH lived at Mentz 
in 1441, as appears from undoubted teſtimonies; and 
could not be a ſervant to MENTELIVs, to whom the 
forementioned writers aſcribe the invention in 1440, 
though more antient ones do not attempt to prove 
that he began to print before 1444 or 1447. Nor 
will the narrative agree better with GUTENBERG, Who 
was an earlier printer than MExTEL1vs, ſince, among 
the evidences produced by him in his law ſuit, 1439, 
no GEINSFLEICH ſenior appears, nor any other ſer- 
vant but LAURENTIUS BEILDEK. The narration 
therefore of the theft of GEIxsTLEI on, being ſpread 
by various reports through the world, and ſubſiſting 
in the time of theſe Chronologers, was applied by 
them (to ſerve the cauſe they wrote for) to Strasburg; 
but ſerves to confirm the truth, ſince no writer derives 
the printing ſpoils from any other cquntry than Hol- 
land or Alſatia. The Chronologers have likewiſe, 
inſtead of Fusr, called GuTExBERG the wealthy 
man ; who, from all circumſtances, appears to have 
been poor; they alſo call ScHoEFFER the ſon-in-law 
of MENTEL1Uus, when it is clear that he married the 
daughter of Fusr. 3 
Printing being introduced from Harleim into Mentz, 
GEINSFLEICH ſenior ſet with all diligence to carry 
| | | at 
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it on; and publiſhed in 1442 ALEXANDRI GALLL 
Doctrinale [KJ], and PETRI Hiseant Tractatus; two 
works, which, being ſmall, beſt ſuited his circum- 
ſtances, and for which, being much uſed in the 
ſchools, he might reaſonably expect a profitable ſale. 
This has been diſputed by many writers, becauſe 
none of theſe editions have been found. But they 
undoubtedly were publiſhed, though without the 
name of place or printer; as the preceding books at 
Harleim were printed, and the following ones at 
Mentz till the year 1457; and therefore, if any at 


preſent remain in the collections of the curious, they 


are only diſcoverable to ſuch as are well acquainted 
with the types of LauxExntius Nay, it is poſſible 
that the copies may be all torn and deſtroyed; having 


beery uſed only by ſchoolboys, as bath happened to 


[K] Eraſmus teſtifies that theſe tracts were received in 
ſchools, when he was a young man, Ep. ad HENR. BoviL- 


Lum, 31 Aug. 1513, Opp. tom. III. p. 103. Of this 


Grammar of ALEXANDER DE VILLA DET, written in 


yerſe, ſee among others Jo. ALB. FaBRicws, Biblioth. Lat. 


med. et infim. Latinit. lib. I. and Jo. LEIchius in Supplem. 


MaiTTAIR11, at the end of Orig. Typogr. Lipſ. p. 119. ſeq. 


Of PETER oF SPAIN, who flouriſhed in the cloſe of the 
XIIIth century, fee Nich. Axroxius's Bibliath. Hiſpan. 
vet. lib. VIII. c. 5. p. 52; and of his Parva Loagicalia, or 
Theſaurus Sophiſmatum, which Jun1vs here points out, Sir 
TroMas Mokk's Apology for the Folly of ER asMus deſerves 
to be read, tom. III. Opp. ERASMI, p. 1897, & ſeq. See 
MEERMAN, vol. I, p. 94. B. 


both 
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both the Harleim editions of Dox Alus; or the re- 
mainder of them were ſupprefſed by the Mentz prin- 
ters, whoſe improvement in the art bad rendered 
theſe books uſeleſs; or, if any of them are ſtill re- 
maining, they are hidden in obſcurity, as many others 
of the firſt eſſays of printing; ſome of which Mr. 
MEERMAN diſcovered, which none have before men- 
Sand [LJ]; and more, it is * will be brought to 


Ly licht 


[LI In proof of this aſſertion, Mr. "Bip. particu- 
lary mentions two editions of this Grammar of ALEXANDER. 
DE VILLA DE1, unknown to Mr, MAiTTAIRE and others. 
One, and that in his own library, without time, place, or 
printer, beginning with the work itſelf, Scribere clericulis paro 
doftrinale novellis, was publiſhed in quarto in the Roman 
character, and that cut, as appears from the inequality of 
the type, and contains twenty-eight lines in a page; which 
may be reckoned, by all the marks, among the buſt editions 
printed in Italy, about 1470, or before. | 

The other, which the celebrated Mr. JaconB BRVYANT 
ſhewed Mr. MERMAN, is in folio, in the Roman character, 
and cut too, with ſome elegance, thirty lines long, and has 
the following remarkable inſcription at the end: 

« Alexandri de Villa Dei Doctrinale (Deo laudes) ſe- 
“ liciter explicit. Impreſſum fat incommode. Cum aliqua- 
& rum rerum, quæ ad hanc artem pertinent, impreſſori 
4 copia fieri non potuerit in hujus artis inicio: peſte Ge- 
i nu, Aſt, alibique militante. Emendavit autem hoc 

« ipſum opus Venturinus Prior, Grammaticus cximius, ita 

« diligenter, ut cum antea Doctrinale parum emendatum in 
be a locis librariorum vitio eſſe videretur, nunc illius 
cura 


“cura et diligentia adhibita in manus hominum quam 


joined to VIũ GIL, and to be ſeen in Ma1TTA1RE, tom. I. 


as they had hopes of getting, they tell us, in the inſcription 
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will be brought to light, by a compariſon with the 
yaluable ſpecimens of early printing, which Mr, 
MxkRMAN's plates exhibit, Nor can any thing ma- 
terial be oppoſed to Jux1vs's relation, except the 
ſilence of Joun ScHotrFFzR of thoſe works, in his 
narration preſerved by TrITHEMIUS, The reaſon is, 
be paſſes over the whole. hiſtory of moveable wooden 
types, as not worth his notice; and relates only the 
particulars of metal types, ſirſt thoſe which had their 


* emendatiſſimum veniat. Imprimentur autem poſthac libri 
& alterius generis literis, et eleganter arbitror. Nam et 
* fabri et aliarum rerum, quarum hactenus promptor in- 
« digus fuit, illi nunc Dei munere copia eſt, qui cuncta 
« difpouit pro ſuæ voluntatis arbitrio. AMEN.” 

As VEnTuRixus dwelt at Florence, and in 1482 pub- 
liſhed there the Rudiments of the Latin Grammar, it is pro- 
bable this Dofrinale was printed in the ſame place likewiſe, 
and by the ſame artifls, who afterwards printed the works 
of VIRGIL with SERV1us's Commentary in 1472, Viz. BER- 
NARD and Dominick CExnxint. For if the inſcription ſub- 


p. 320, be compared with what is above exhibited, it wall 
be manifeſt that, to print the Prince of Poets, they had got 
a workman who could caſt the letters (for ca they were), 


to the Doctrinale. Thus this Grammar, by the CxNNINI, 
is the firſt book printed at Florence; which Dom. MAN NI 
ſeems not to have known, in his Diſſertation on the firſt im- 
preſſions at Florence, lately publiſhed in the Italian language. 
pee bann vol. I. p. 94, 95. B. & N. 
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faces cut on caſt bodies (which Mr. MrERMAN at ff 
erroneouſly thought to have been not caſt at all, but 
cut out of metal, an opinion he corrects in the con- 
eluſion of his work), and afterwards complete fuſile 
types, both firſt uſed at Mentz. 

This twofold invention of Printing is what no one 
has obſerved before Mr. MEENM AN; and yet clears 
vp all the diſputes between Harleim and Mentz : 
rhe firſt with ſeparate wooden types at Harleim, by 
LAvRENTIUS, about 1430, and after continued by 
his family; the other with metal types, firſt cut, and 
afterwards caff; which were invented at Mentz, but 
not uſed in Holland till brought thither by Tuko- 
Doric MARTENS at Aloſt { MI], | 

The 

FMT This Trzeoporic MarTEws, or the ſon of Max- 
II, who is frequently mentioned in ER Asus Epiſtles, had 
the following epitaph, in German, put up in the church 
of the monaſtery of the Wilhelmites at Aloft ; “Here lies 
„% Txropboric MARTENS, who brought the art of cha- 
* raQerifing, from Upper Germany and I'rance, to Lower 
“Germany. He died May 28, 1534.” By the art of 
charaterijſng is to be underſtood printing with metal types 
-is undoubted, as we have ſhewn above, p. 43, note [ Z]. 
So that PROPER MarCHAND is miſerably miſtaken, 
when, in his Lexicon Criticum, tom. II. p. 29, art, MaRr- 
TEXs, he produces this epitaph as a proof againſt Lav- 
RENTIUS's being the firſt printer, —The firſt books yet 
known of MarTExs's printing were at Aloſt 1473. See 
MakcHAxp, Hit. de Pimpr. p. 63. But he ſeems to 
have had ſcycral partners, who came with him into Hol- 

? | | land, 
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The circumſtance of there being two brothers of 
the name of Joun GEINSFLEICH will lead us to the 
meaning of the Poet, in theſe verſes, ſubjoined to 
the firſt editions of JusT1x1an's In/titutes, printed by 
PETER SCHOEFFER in 1468: 


« Hos dedit eximios ſculpendi in arte magiſtros, 
© Cui placet en mactos arte ſagire viros, 
Quos genuit ambos urbs Moguntina JonAxxEs, 
Librorum inſignes protocharagmaticos, 
Cum quibus optatum PExr Rus venit ad Polyandrum, 
Curſor poſterior, introtundo prior; 
Quippe quibus præſtat ſculpendi lege, ſagitus 
A ſolo dante lumen et ingenium.“ 


By © ambos JonANNESs,“ all have hitherto thought 
to be meant FausTus and GUTENBERG, not ſuffi- 
ciently attending to the firſt two lines, which ſome 
have left out as needleſs. That FAusrus, a man of 
wealth, practiſed Printing with his own hands, or 
caſt the types, no one ever dreamt ; nor do even thoſe 
moderns ſay he did, who think he is here meant. 
It will be difficult, therefore, to perſuade us, that 
SCHOEFFER, in Whoſe praiſe, and with whoſe con- 


land, as it is certain Jo. of WEsTPHALIA did. See MaiT= 
TAIRE, Annal. Typogr. tom. I. p. 334, ed. 2. And ſince 
MATTHAEUs VAN DER Gors appears a printer at Ant- 
werp 1472, who in that year printed het boeck van Tondalus 
vi ſioen in quarto, THEODORIC conſequently returned about 
that period, from Germany and France, into his own country. 
See MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 98. B. & N. 
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ſent, theſe verſes were made, would fuffer Favstvs, 
his father-in-law, to be complimented for his ſkill in 
an art to which he had no pretence. The truth is, 
the two Jonxs are no other than GEINSFLEICH ſenior 
and GurENBERO, who were the firſt inventors of 
metal types. And yet Mr. MEtrMan thinks Fusr 
is not wholly unmentioned, but ſuſpects he is hinted 
at by the word Polyandrum, to whom both the GEINs- 
FLEICHES and PETER SCHOEFFER applied as to the 
commmon patron of all printers, whom he aſſiſted 
with his bounty and counſel. He had certainly the 
ſurname given him of Gutman or GoOoDMAN, as Jo. 
CaRlON informs us in his Chronicle, which name 
ſeems to be alluded to by a new ſignification of the 
word Polyander, the Aller-man, or one who had many - 
men under his direction. Polyandrum has been alſo 
explained by many writers to mean the penetralia' - 
artis, and ſuppoſed to allude ro CHRIST's ſepulchre, 
which PETER firſt entered, though he came to it after 
Joan. — ScHELHoRNIUs, however, Amenit. Liter. 
tom. IV. p. 301, ſuſpected ſome uninowvn perſon was 
here intended [N]. | 
Which of the two brothers invented the metal 
types, hiſtory does not inform us. GEINSFLEICH ſe- 
nior had printed in 1442 the Grammar of ALEX- 
PER DE VILLA DEI, and the Logicalia of PETER OB 
SPAIN on wooden types; but, finding them not ſuffi- 


IN] See MEEZRMAN, vol. I. p. 176, 177. | 
2 . Ciently 
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ciently durable, ſoon ſaw the expediency of uſing 
metal. In 1443 he hired the houſe Zum-jungen, ' 
and was affiſted with money by Fusr, who in re- 
turn had a ſhare of the buſineſs ; and about the ſame 
time JohN ME1DENBACHIUs was admitted a partner, 
as were ſome others, whoſe names are not tranſmitted 
to our times; and in 1444 they were joined by Gurkx- 
BERG, Who for that purpoſe quitted Strasburg. Ir 
ſeems likely therefore that Ge1xsFLErcn ſenior firſt 
thought of uſing metal types; but, his eyes failing 
him, he inſtructed GurEkN BERG in his art, which 
reached no farther than caſting the ſhanks of the 
letters, or little ſquare blocks of metal, which (Po-- 
'LYDORE VERGIL tells us) was firſt thought of in the 
1442, the very year in which GRIN STL REISE publiſhed 
his firſt eſſays on wooden types; which had not an- 
ſwered his expectations. But, ſince the brothers are 
both called protocharagmatici, it is ſafeſt, with Wim- 
PHELINGLUS, to look upon both as the inventors of 
this improvement. | 

Whilſt the metal types were preparing, which muſt 
have been a work of time, ſeveral works were printed, 
both on wooden ſeparate types and wooden blocks ; 
which were well adapted to ſmall books of fre- 
quent uſe, ſuch as the Tabula Alphabetica, the Ca- 
 tholicon, Dox Ari Grammatica, and the Confeſſianalia. 
Theſe were certainly printed by this partnerſhip, and 
alſo ſome wooden pictures. 8 

From the abovementioned printers, in conjunction, 
after _— ſmaller eſſays, the Bible was publiſhed in 


1450, 
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1450, with large cut metal types [O]. And it is no- 
wonder, conſidering the immenſe labour this work 
coſt, that it ſhould be ſeven or eight years in com- 
pleting. In this ſame year the partnerſhip was diſ- 
ſolved; and a new one entered into, in Auguſt, be- 
tween Fusr and GUTENBERG ; the former ſupplying 
money, the latter ſkill, for their common benefit. 
Various difficulties ariſing occaſioned a law-ſuit for 
the money which FusT had advanced, which was car- 
Tied againſt GuTENBERG. A diſſolution of this part- 
nerſhip enſued in 1455; and in 1457 a magnificent 
edition of the halter was publiſhed by Fusr and 
SCROEFFER, with a remarkable commendation, in 
which they aſſumed to themſelves the merit of a new 
invention (viz. of metal types), © adinventionem arti- 
« ſicioſam imprimendi ac charaQerizandi.” This book 
was uncommonly elegant, and in ſome meaſure the 
work of GUTENBERG; as it was four years in the 
preſs, and came out but eighteen months after the 
partnerſhip was diſſolved between him and Fusr. 


O] Many writers have ſuppoſed that this was the edition 
of which ſome copies were fold in France, by FusT, as ma- 
nufcripts, for the great price of five or fix hundred crowns, 
which he afterwards lowered to fixty, and at laft to lefs than 
forty. But it was the ſecond and more expenſive edition 
of 1462, that was thus diſpoſed of, when FusT went to 
Paris in 1466, and which had coſt 4000 florins before the 
third quaternion (or quire of four ſheets) was printed, Seo 
MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 6. 151, 152, N. 


The 
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The latter continued in poſſeſſion of the printing- 
office: and GUTENBERG, by the pecuniary aſſiſtance 
of Cox RAD Humery, ſyndic of Mentz [P], and 
others, opened another office in the ſame city ; 
whence appeared, in 1460, without the printer's 
name, the Catholicon Jo. DE IAN UA, with a pompous 
colophon, in praiſe of its beauty, and aſcribing the 
honour of the invention to the city of Mentz[Q ], 


It 


[P] At the death of GUTENBERG, ConRaD HUMERY 
took poſſeſſion of all his printing materials: and en- 
gaged to the Archbiſhop ApoLeHvs, that he never would 
ſell them to any one but a citizen of Mentz. They were, 
however, ſoon diſpoſed of to NicyHoLAs BECHTERMUNTZE, 
of Altavilla, who, in 1469, publiſhed Vocabularium Latino- 
Teutonicum, which was printed with the ſame types which 
had been uſed in the Catholican. This very curious and 
ſcarce Vocabulary was ſhewn to Mr. MEERMAN, by Mr. 
BRYANT, in the valuable library at Blenheim, belonging to 
his Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. It is in quarto, 
thirty-five lines long, contains many extracts from the 
Catholicen, and is called Ex quo from the Preface beginning 
with thoſe words, See MEERMAN, vol. II. p. 96. N. 


[Q This edition, having been publiſhed „ 


name, has been almoſt univerſally aſcribed to FusT and 
ScHoEFFER, But Mr. MEERMAN thinks it was not the 
work of thoſe printers; 1. becauſe the whole form of their 
colophons varies from this, and theirs were always printed 
with red ink, and this with black; 2. becauſe it has not their 
names to it, which they never omitted after 1457 3 and, 
2, becauſe the ſhape of the letter is very different from any 


N that 


a * 
. , . PP.” a 
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It was a very handſome book, though inferior to the 
EFſalter which had been publiſhed in 1457 by Fusr 
and SCHOEFFER. Both the P/alter and Catholicon were 
printed on cut meta} types RJ. It may not be impro- 
per to obſerve here, that as the P/alter is the earlieſt 
that they uſed. As there was no other printing-office at 
Mentz in 1460 but theirs and GurkNBERG's, Mr. Merk- 
MAN confidently afcribes it to the latter; and accounts very 
probably for the omiſſion of the printer's name; 1. by the mo- 
tive of his publication being profit, rather than fame ; and, 2. 
(which was a ſtronger reaſon) left his claim to the invention 
ſhould be contradicted by ScHoEFFER, who was then living 
in the ſame city. The laſt motive ſeems to have had its 
uſe; for SCHOEFFER never took any public notice of it, till 
he publiſhed the In/litutiones JUSTINIANI, in 1468, where 
he informs his readers, that the two GeinsFLEICHES, 
though very ſkilful men, had not arrived to fo great per- 
fection in the art as himſelf. Sce above, p. 83. This was 
the firſt edition of the Catholicon Jo. DE JANUA ; the Ca- 
thelicon Which was printed by GEINSFLEICH with wooden 
types (lee above, p. 85) being only a ſmall Vocabulary for 
the uſe of ſchools, The Straſburgh edition, by MexTE- 
L1vs, which was publiſhed without a name, was not printed 
till long aſter, probably not before 1469. See MEERMAN, 
vol. II. p. 96—99. N. 


[R] GUTENBERG never uſed any other than either wooden 
or cut metal types till the year 1462. In 1465 he was made 
a counſellor of ſtate by the Elector Abolrhus, with an an- 
- nual penſion; and died in February 1468, His elder brother 

 GzansFLEicn died in 1462. Their epitaphs are printed 
by Mr. ME ENMAN, vol. II. p. 154. 295. N. 
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book which is known to have a genuine date, it be- 
came a common practice, after that publication, for 
printers to claim their own performances, by the 
addition of their names. | 

The progreſs of the art has been thus ' traced 
through its ſecond period, the invention of cut metal 
fypes. But the honour of completing the diſcovery 
is due to PETER SchOEF TER [SI de Gernſbeim. 

A very clear account of this final completion of 
the types is preſerved by TRITHEuIVUs [TJ] :“ Poſt 
ic hxc inventis ſucceſſerunt ſubtiliora, inveneruntque 
* modum fundendi formas omnium Latini alphabeti 


[S] In German, Schoeffer; in Latin, Ortrio; in 
Engliſh, SuErUuERD.— He is ſuppoſed by Mr. MEERMAN . 
to have been the firſt EN ORAVER on Copper Plates. The 
Poet, whoſe verſes we have cited in p. 84, ſays of him, 

Natio quæque ſuum poterit reperire charagma 

« Secum ; nempe ſtylo præminet omnigeno.“ 
It is not quite certain, however, as Mr. MEERMAN obſerves, 
whether this is meant for a compliment to his ſkill inarhat 
is now called ENGRAVING ; it may perhaps mean only that 
he was able to cut types to repreſent all languages. See 
MrERMAN, vol. I. p. 253. N. 

[T] Annales Hirſaugienſes, tom. II. ad ann. 1450, 
p. 421. As this book was finiſhed in 1514, and TRII- 
Tur uius tells us he had the narrative from Schokrręx 
himſelf about thirty years before, this will bring us back 
to 1484, when SCHOEFFER muſt have been advanced in 
years, and 'TRITHEMIUS about twenty-two years old, who 
died in 1516, See Voſſ. Hiſt. Lat. I. III. c. 10. Far, 
Med, & Infun. tat. I. IX. B. 
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1 literarum [U], quas ipſi matrices nominabant ; 
© ex quibus rurſum æneos five ſtanneos charaReres 
« fundebant, ad omnem preſſuram ſufficientes, quos 
c prius manibus ſculpebant. Et revera ſicuti ante 
t xxx ferme annos ex ore Petri Opilionis de Gern- 
« ſheim, civis Moguntini, qui gener erat primi artis 
“ inventoris, audivi, magnam a primo inventionis 
ie ſuæ hæc ars impreſſoria habuit difficultatem.— 
c Petrus autem memoratus Opilio, tune famulus 
« poſtea gener, ſicut diximus, inventoris primi, 

© Johannis Fuſt, homo ingenioſus et prudens, faci- 


[U] Mr. MeraMax (vol. II. p. 47.) ſuppoſes there is an 
error in this paſſage, and that it ſhould be read, © fundendi 
* formas omnium Latini alphabeti literarum [Ex 115] quas 
ce ipſi matrices nominabant;” and explains it to mean, That 
c they found out a method ſundendi formas (that is, of cafling 
&« the bodies only) of all the letters of the Latin alphabet, RON 
c WHAT they called matrices (on which they cut the face of each 
« letter); and from the ſame kind of matrices a method was in 
e time difcovered of caſting the complete letters (æneos froe 
cc flanneos tharafteres) of ſufficient hardneſs for the preſſure 
cc they had to bear, which letters were before (that | is, when 
& the bodies only were caſi) cut fingly.” But this interpretation 
is itſelf obſcure ; and, with ſubmiſſion, the paſſage from 
TRITHEMIVUS needs no correction. The fimple ſenſe is, 
That a mode was invented of /amping the ſhape of the letters 
in matrices, from which were cal the complete types — The 
firſt operation of the Founder at preſent is, to cut the face of 
the letter on a flee] punch; this he ſtrikes into a copper matrix; 
and from matrices the metal types are caſt, without any fur- 
ther proceſs, N. See hereafter, p. 143. 8 

n * horem 
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ce liorem modum fundendi charaFeres excogitavit, et 
e artem, ut nunc eſt, complevit.“ | 


Another ample teſtimony in favour of SCHOEFFER 
is given by Jo. FID. FavsTvus of Aſchaftenburg, 
from papers preſerved in his family: © PETER 
© SCHOEFFER of Gernſheim, perceiving. his maſter 
« Fesr's deſign, and being himſelf ardently deſirous 
« to improve the art, found out (by the good pro- 
evidence of God) the method of cutting (incidendi) 
« the characters in a matrice, that the letters might 
« each be ſingly caft, inſtead of being cut. He pri- 
| * vately cut matrices for the whole alphabet; 
| and when he ſhewed his maſter the letters caſt 
| from theſe matrices, Fus was ſo pleaſed with the 
| e contrivance, that he promiſed PETER to give him 

* his only daughter CHRISTINA in marriage; a pro- 

* miſe which he ſoon after performed. But there 

„were as many difhculties at firſt with theſe let- 

te ters, as there had been before with wooden ones; 
the metal being too ſoft to ſupport the force of the 

« impreſſion: but this defect was ſoon remedied, by 

* mixing the metal with a ſubſtance which ſufh- 

ce cjently hardened it.” This account has the more 

probability in it, as coming from a relation of Fust, 
yet aſcribing the merit to Scuoerrir [X?, It agrees 


9 7 wo ws. 


[X] Mzznman, vol. I. p. 183. who copied this teſti- 
mony from Worrivs, Monum, Typograph, vol. I, 
p · 468, ſeg. | | N 
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too with what Joan SCHOEFFER tells us [Y], ce that 
*in 1452*Fusr completed the art, by the help of 
ee his ſervant PETER ScHoEtFFER, whom he adopted 
© for his ſon, and to whom he gave his daughter 
e ChRISTINA LZ] in marriage, pro digna laborum 
« multarumque adinventionum remuneratione, — Fus r 
e and SCHOEFFER concealed this new improvment, 
e by adminiſtering an oath of ſecrecy to all whom 
« they intruſted, till the year 1462; when, by the 
_ © diſperſion of their ſervants into different countries, 
« at the ſacking of Mentz by the archbiſhop Av- 
« oLPHvs, the invention was publicly divulged.” _ 
The firſt book printed with theſe improved types 
was DuxanDi Rationale, in 1459; at which time, 
however, they ſeem to have had only one ze of 
caſt letters, as all the larger characters in the head- 
lines, &c. are printed with cut ty pes, as appcars 


[VI In a colophon to the Breviarium TRITHEMII. Sec 
MEERMAN, vol. II. p. 144. | 

Z] It is ſomewhat remarkable that Joux Sc HOEFFER 
ſhould be miſtaken in his mother's name; which, however, 
Mr, MEERMAY thinks he was, fance his father (in a con- 
tract made, in 1477, with his kinſman FusT, about twenty 
copies in vellum, and 180 in paper, of the Decretals of 
Gregory IX, being the reſidue of an impreflion ptinted in 
1473) expreſsly calls his wife Dynen, i. e. Dixan; 
which K6HLERUs, who has printed this contract, ſup- 
poſes to be a diminutive of CHRISTIxA: though Dinan 
(or Deporan) is a very different name from CusisTINA, 
MEz&xMan, vol. I. p. 184. But fee, more particularly, 
the Remarks in our Appendix, p. 143. N. 

4 


plainly 
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plainly by an inſpection of the book [AA]. From 


this time to 1466 FusT and SCHOEFFER continued to 


print a conſiderable number of books; particularly the 
two famous editions of TuLLy's Offices, which we have 
given an account of above, p. 59. In their earlieſt 
books, they printed more copies on vellum than on 
paper, which was the caſe both of their Bibles and 
TuLLy's Offices. This, however, was ſoon inverted ; 
and paper introduced for the greateſt part of their 
impreſſions, a few only being printed on vellum, 
for curioſities, and for the purpoſe of being illumi- 

nated [BB]. How long Fust lived, is uncertain ; but 
in 1471 we find Scnortryer was in partnerſhip with 
Cox RAD HENL1IF and a kinſman of his maſter 
_ Fvsr[CC)}. He publiſhed many books after the 
death of his father-in-law [DD]; the laſt of which 
that can be diſcovered is a third edition of the 
Pſalter in 1490, in which the old cut types of the 
firſt edition were uſed [EE]. 


This Diſſertation ſhall be cloſed with a ſhort ac- 
count of the claim of Strasburgb. It has been al- 


[AA] MrRERMAN, vol. II. p. 98. 
[BB] Ibid. vo. I. p. 8. 

[CC] Ibid. p. 7. | | 
[DD] Scuwarz1vs, Primar. Docum. de Orig. Typogr. 
par. II. p. 4. has enumerated forty-eight books (omnes gran- 
diori forma) printed by SchoErrER before 1492. And 
Mr. MrrxuaAx adds ſtill more to that number, See vol. I, 
p. 283. | 
[EE] MEERMAN, vol, Il. p. 52. | 

# | ready 
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ready mentioned, that GuTExBERG was engaged in 
that city in different employments; and, among others, 
in an endeavour to attain the art of Priutigg | FF}, 
That theſe endeavours were unſucceſsful, 15 plain 
from an authentic judicial decree of the ſenate of 


Straſburgh, in 1439, after the death of ANDREW 
 Dmzenex [GG]. 


But there are many other proofs that GurTexBERs 
and his partners were never able to bring the art to 


perfection. 


[FF] See above, p. 76, note [I]. 

[GG] Their firſt attempts were made about 1436, with 
wooden types, Mr. MekRMAN is of opinion that Geins- 
FLEICH junior (who was of an enterprizing genius, and 
had already engaged in a variety of projects) gained ſome 
little inſight into the buſineſs by viſiting his brother, who 
was employed by LavRENTws, at Harleim, but not ſuffi- 
cient to enable him to practiſe it. It is certain, that, at the 
time of the law-ſuit, in 1439, much money had been ex- 
pended, and no profit ariſing ; and the unfortunate DRIZE- 
HEN, in 1438, on his death-bed, lamented to his con- 
feſſor, that he had been at great expence, without having 
been re-1mburſed a fingle obelus. Nor did GUTENBERG 
(who perfiſted in his fruitleſs endeavours) reap any advan- 
tage from them; for, when he quitted Straſburgh, he was 
overwhelmed in debt, and under a neceſſity of ſelling every 
thing he was in poſſeſſion of. See MERMAN, vol. I. p. 
108—202. All the depoſitions in the law-ſuit above- 
mentioned (with the judicial decree) are printed by Mr, 
MxERMAN, vol. IL p. 58—88, N. 
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1. WIxATAELIxcIus [HH], the oldeſt writer in 
favour of Straſburg, tells us, that GurENBEROG was 
the inventor of a get art of writing, ars impreſſoria, 
which might almoſt be called a divine benefit, and 
which he happily completed at Mentz ; but does not 
mention one book of his printing : though he adds, 
that MexTEL1vs printed many volumes correctly and 
beautifully, and acquired great wealth: whence we 


may conclude that he perfected what GUTENBERG 
had in vain eflayed. 


2. WiMPHELING1vS, in another book [IIJ, tells 
us, the art of Printing was found out by GuTeN- 
BERG incompletè; which implies, not that he prac- 


tiſed the art in an imperfect manner (as LauRENTIUS 


had done at Harleim) but rather that he had not 
been able to accompliſh what he aimed at. 

3. GuTENBERG, when he left Straſburg in 1444 
or the following year, and entered into partnerſhip 
with GEINSFLEICH ſenior and others, had occaſion 


for his brother's affiſtance, to enable him to complete 


the art; which ſhews that his former attempts at 
Strasburgh had been unſuceeſsful [KK ]. 

4. Theſe particulars are remarkably confirmed by 
TRrITHEMIUS, who tells us, in two different places LL], 


[HH] Epitome rerum Germanicarum, ed. Argent. 1505. 
MeEeRMaAn, vol. I. p. 202. vol. II. p. 139. 
III] Catal. Epiſc. Argentin. 1508. MEERMAN, ut ſupra. 
[KK] Mzexman, ut ſupra, ; 
[LL] Annal. Hirſaug. ut ſupra, and Chron, Sponherm. 
Ser MEERMAN, vol, II. p. 103. 127, 
| Ss | that. 
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that GutTExXBERG ſpent all his ſubſtance in queſt 
of this art; and met with ſuch inſuperable dif- 
ficulties, that, in deſpair, he had nearly given up all 
hopes of attaining it, till he was aſſiſted by the li- 
berality of Fusr, and wy his brother's ſkill, in the 
city of Mentz. 

5. Ur RIC ZEII ſays LM NJ, the art was completed 
at Mentz; but that ſome books had been publiſhed 
in Holland earlier man in that city. Is it likely that 
ZELL, who was a German, would have omitted to 
mention Strasburgh, if it had preceded Mentz in 
Printing? 1 

There is little doubt therefore that all Gurkx- 
BERG'S labours at Strasburgh amounted to no more 
than a fruitleſs attempt, which he was at laſt under a 
neceſſity of relinquiſhing : and there is no certain 
proof of a ſingle book having been printed in that city 
till after the 8 of che printers in 1462 [NN |, 


when 
IMMI] Chronicon Ciloniz, 1499. ZELL attributes the 
invention to GUTENBERG at Mentz; whence, he ſays, the 
art was firſt communicated to Colopn, next to Strafburgh, 
and then to Venice. See MEERMAN, vol. II. p. 105. 
INN From this period, Printing made a rapid progreſs 
in moſt of the principal towns of Europe, as will appear by 
an inſpection of our Appendix, N* IV. In 1490, it reached 
Conſtantinople; and, accoiding to Mr. PALMER, p. 281, 
&c. it was extended, by the middle of the next century, to 
Africa and America, It was introduced into Ruſſia about 
1560; bu', from motives either of policy or ſuperſtition, 
it was ſp-edily ſuppreſſed by the ruling powers; and, even 
2 : „ unde: 


* 


1 
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when Mzxrzlrus and EcctsTExtvs ſucceſsfully pur- 
ſued the buſineſs. The former indeed is ſuppoſed by 


ſome writers to have begun printing about the year 


1447 ; but no ſufficient aunliority TY for ſuch 
an aſſertion. 

Having mentioned MtnTELtus, let us examine for 
a moment how he comes to be conſidered as the inven- 
ror of Printing. The origin of the art was known to 
very few. The advocates for Mentz were divided 
in their ſentiments between GUTENBERG and FusT. 
The city of Strasburgh put in its own claim to the 
invention; and GurEN REER G's failure of ſuecefs 
there, cutting off his pretence to the honour of it, 
opened a way for MENTELIUs, who certainly was the 
firſt who publiſhed books in that city. Jonx Schor- 


under the preſent enlightened Empreſs, has ſcarcely emerged 


from its obhſcurity.— That it was early practiſed in the in- 
hoſpitable regions of Iceland, we have the authority of the 
ingenious Mr. BRYANT : © ArnGRiM Jonas was born 


* amidſt the ſnows of Tceland; yet as much prejudiced in 
© favour of his country as thoſe who are natives of an 
* happier climate, This is viſible in his Crymogea; but 


cc more particularly in. his Anatome Blefkiniana, I have 
« in| my poſſeſſion this curious little treatiſe, written in 
« Latin by him in his own country, arid printed Typis Ho- 
«< ſenſibus in Iflandid Borenli, anno 1612. Hola is placed in 
« fome maps within the Ardtic Circle, and is certainly not. 
far removed from it. I believe, it is the fartheſt North of 
< any place, where Arts and Sciences have ever reſided.“ 


*Obſervations and Inquiries relating to various AM of Ancient | 
N 1767, p. 277. B. & N. 
; O 


2 TUS, 
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TVS, a ſon of MenTELtvs's daughter, ſettled there 
in 15 10, after having refided at Friburg in Baſil, and 
took an opportunity of cultivating a report which was 
likely to prove ſo advantageous to him among his 
countrymen. He was more particularly excited to 
this, by Jonhx SCHoEFFER, of Mentz; who boaſted 
in his colophons, though not quite conſiſtently with 
truth, that Jouxn Fust, his grandfather by the mo- 
ther's ſide, was the firſt inventor [OO]. As Strasburgh 
rivaled Mentz in its claim, why ſhould Schorros give 
Place to SCHOEFFER, or Why MExTEL1vs to Fusr ? 
If Scnotrrts uſed artifice on one fide, ScuorTus 


[OO] Jon ScnozFrER was the firſt who attributed the 
invention to FusT ; not, as other writers do, by ſaying 
that he aſſiſted the firſt printers with money and advice 
but aſcribes it to his own ingenuity, He did not, how- 
ever, venture to aſlert ſo much at once, but artfully pro- 
ceeded to it by degrees. In his firſt colophon, 1503, he 
aſcribes it majoribus ſuis, without naming them. In a de- 
dication to the Emperor MaximitiAX, in 1505, he inge- 
nuouſſy calls GuTENnBERG the inventor, and Fust and 

SCHOEFFER the improvers. In 150g, he calls his grand- 
father inventorem awuttoremgue; and in 1515, in the colophon 
to TziTHEmMIvs, which is above cited, he aſſerts that FusT 
completed the art with the affiſtance of PzTEz Scnozrre, 
By a continual repetition of colophons to this purpoſe, 
many were perſuaded that the- afſertion was true, and 
among others, it ſeems, the Emperor Maximilian (ſes 
above, p. 14); to whom, however, in 1505, John | 
ScuorvFter had given a very different account. Sec 
12 aa vol. II. p. 144. N. 
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ſhewed more on the other. The former, without any 
teſtimony but his own repeated confident aſſertions, 
drew over many in favour of FusT, leaving Gurk - 
BERG out of the queſtion; and, among the reſt, 
even the Emperor Max1mitian, who, in 1518, 
granted SCHOEFFER an excluſrve privilege of printing 


Livy. ScrorTTvus was ſilent while this Emperor lived; 


but no ſooner was he dead, than he endeavoured to 
perſuade his ſucceſſor CHARLES V, and the reſt of the 
learned world, that FusT ſhould be diveſted of his 
imaginary claims, and MEexTELius be put in his 
place. To this purpoſe, from the year 1520, he 
prefixed his family arms to all the books he printed, 
which had been granted, by FREDERICK III, to his 
grandfather and deſcendants ; adding to them an in- 
ſcription, * that they were granted to Joun Mxx- 


« TELIUS, the firſt inventor of Printing.“ But the 
truth is, coat-armour had before been granted by that 


emperor to the typothete and the fypographi, to perpe- 
tuate the diſcovery [PP]; but to MenTgLavs he 
granted them only as a private man who was defirous 
of nobility, and the diploma contained not a word of 
the invention of Printing: nor did ScuorTTys dare 
openly to aſſert that it was granted to MznTEL1vs 
for the invention of the art, leſt he ſhould be detected 
in a falſchood ; but was content, by uſing an ambi- 
guous expreſſion, to miſlead inattentive readers [QQ }. 


[PP] See above, p. bo, note [FI. 
(QQ_] Mtzzman, vol. I. p. 205. & ſeqq - 
Py” | APP EN. 


No I 
- | ; * „ 
„ 4 : ” ; 


On the farſt-printed nen Books. 


4 cannot be thought foreign to our plan, to give 
a ſhort account of the invention of thoſe charatters 
by which the learned languages have been perpe- 


tuated, and particularly the Greek and. Hebrew. _ = 


The firſt eſſays in GREEK that can be diſcovered 
are in the few ſentences which occur in the famous 
edition of TuLLy's Offices, 1465, at Mentz, which we. 
have deſcribed above; but theſe were miſerably in- 
correct and barbarous, if we may judge from the 


ſpecimens Mr. MarTTaikE has given us [a], of which 
the following is one : : 


Oricaraaxagt Haxara KUL TATWTWHA 


1 the ſame year, 1465, was publiſhed an edition 
of LacTtaxTivs's Inflitutes, printed in monaſterio 
Sublacenſi, in the kingdom of Naples, in which the 
quotations from the Greek authors are printed in a 
very neat Greek letter (91: Mr. MzzrM AN 2 


[a] Vol. I. p. 61. & Pars 1 p 274. 
[5] PALMER, "Hiſt. of Printing, p. 124. 
1 | - that 


8 
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that there is a very ſtriking difference between the 
Greek uſed in Lactantius and that of Mentz ; as there 
is alſo in the types with which the Latin is printed. 
They ſeem to have had but @ very ſmall. quantity of 
Greek in the monaſtery ; for, in the firſt part of the 
work, whenever a long ſentence occurred, a blank was 
left, that it might be written in with a pen; after the 


middle of the work, however, all the Greek that 
occurs is printed [c]. 


The firſt printers who ſettled at Rome were Congap 
SWEYNHEIM and ARNOLD PANNARTZ, Who in- 
troduced. the preſent Roman type, in 1467, in Cr- 
' CERO's Epiſtolæ Familiares : in 1469 they printed a 
beautiful edition of Aulus GELL1vs, with the Greek 
quotations. in a fair character, without accents or 
ſpirits, and with very few abbreviations [d], 


It 


* 


| [] Before this period, the uniform character was the 
old Gothic, or German; whence our Black was afterwards 
formed. But Lactantius is printed in a kind of Semi-gothic, 
of great elegance, and approaching nearly to the preſent 
Roman type; which laſt was firſt uſed at Rome in 1467, and 
ſoon after brought to great perfection in Italy, particularly 
by Jexnson. MEERMAN, vol. Il. p. 248. 


[4] After having printed, in ſix or ſeven years at moſt, a 
great number of very beautiful and corre@ editions, theſe 
ingenious printers were reduced to the moſt neceſſitous cir- 
cumſtances. Their learned patron the Biſhop of ALERIA 
(who was the editor of AuLus GELL1vus) preſented a pe- 
ticion to Pope Sixtus IV, in 1471, 1n behalf of © theſe 


C worthy 


„ 2 1 
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lt appears then that ſome conſiderable fragments 
of Greek were very early introduced into printed F 
books; but the firſt whole book that is yet known 
is the Greek Grammar of ConsTaxTing Lascarts, 
in quarto, reviſed by DzMETRIUS CRETENSI1sS, and 


printed by Dioxvsius PaLavisinus, at Milan, 
1476 [4]: c 
; * worthy and induſtrious printers;“ in which he repreſents : 


their great merit and miſery in the moſt pathetic terms ; 
and declares their readineſs to part with their whole ſtock 
for ſubfiſtence. We were the firſt of the Germans (they 
4 ſay) who introduced this art, with vaſt labour and coſt, , 
into your Holineſs's territories, in the time of your pre- 
« deceſſor: and encouraged, by our example, other printers 
„ to do the ſame. If you peruſe the catalogue of the 
<* works printed by us, you will admire how and where we L 
could procure a ſufficient quantity of paper, or even rags, 
« for ſuch a number of volumes. —The total of theſe 


& boaks amounts to 12,475, 2 prodigious heap, and into- * 
e jet able to us, your Holineſs's printers, by reaſon of thoſe 0 
* unſold. We are no longer able to bear the great ex- e 


* pence of houſe · keeping, for want of buyers; of which V 
« there cannot be a more flagrant proof, than that our 1 
* houſe, though otherwiſe ſpacious enough, is full of b 
& Duire-books, but void of cvery neceflary of life,” The 0 
.curious Reader may ſee the whole of this intereſting pe- te 
aition, which is dated March 1, 1472, with the catalogue b 
of their books, in PALMER, p. 130, &c. who has tranſlated 0 
it from CHEVILLIER, See alſo MAITTAJRE, vol. I, p. 40. 
& Pars poſterior, p. 276. hs | 


[+] PALMER, p. 215, 
13 1 In 5 
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In 1481, the Greek Pſalter was printed in that 
city, with a Latin tranſlation, in folio LV J. | 
Venice ſg] ſoon followed the example of Milan; 
and in 1486 were publiſhed in that city the Greek 
Pſalter, and the Batrachemyomachia, the former by 
ALEXANDER, the latter by Laoxtcvs, both natives 
of Crete. They were printed in a very uncommon 
character; the latter of them with accents and 7 1 
and alfo with /cholia[h}. + Op | = 
| I | 
Lx Loxs, Bibliotheca Sacra, p. 435. A fine cbpy of ? 
this edition is now in the poſfeſſion of the Rev. Mr. Dx 
Missv, purchaſed by that Gentleman, with many other 
valuable books, at the ſale of the Harleian Library. | g 
[e] In an edition of PLINY's Natural Hiſtory, printed by 5 
Jo. DE SP1RA in 1409 (ſee above, p. 45), a Greek inſcription, ; 
I. vil. c. 58, is thus miſerably miſ-printed in Roman letters, 
« xxxilipeui canece comai cockpturæ trata una ojezica,” 
inſtead of | Nevo ngerrs Taube Am Kopy 4 "Ape 
Oy: 7 per. CnsnvoLL, Antiq. Afiat. p. 20. A copy of this 
edition (which Harnvin ſeems not to have known of, and 
which is the more valuable for preſerving this ſigual mark of 
ignorance in the editor) was in Dr. Mz aÞ's magnificent li- 
brary ; whence it afterwards came into the curious collection 
of another Gentleman who was equally an ornament to Li- 
terature and to Medicine, the late learned Dr. AsKEw. This 
book, containing 750 pages was printed in the ſhort ſpace | 
of three months. See MEERMAN, vol. I. p. 15. | 
LI MarTTarRs, vol. I. p. 182,—« If MAI1TTAIRE left : 
- © it a matter of doubt whether the Pfalter has accents and. 
&« /pjrits, it muſt he becauſe he had not ſeen the book: : for it 
= * has them certainly in my copy, nor do I remember they 
| P | ee were 
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In 1488, however, all former publications in this 
language were eclipſed by a ſine edition of HoukR's 
works at Florence, in folio, printed by DEMETR1vs, 


a native of Crete. Thus Printing (ſays Mr. MaitTaire, 


p. 185.) ſeems to have attained its &x44 of perfection, 
after having exhibited moſt beautiful ſpecimens of 
Latin, Greek, and Hebrew. (See Appendix, No II.) 
In 1493, a fine edition of IsockarEs was printed at 
Milan, in folio, by HENRY GERMAN and SEBASTIAN 
EX PAxTREMULO. (Sce PALMER, p. 158.) 
All the above works are prior in time to thoſe of 
Al pus, who has been erroncouſly ſuppoſed to be the 
firſt Greek Printer; yet the beauty, correctneſs, and 


<« were wanting in the only one I ever ſaw beſides, I mean the 
« copy which, if I miſtake not, was purchaſed for three 
« guineas and a half by Dr. As KRW from Dr, Map's Li- 
« brary. As to the Types (whether caſt or cut, for I have 
& ſome ſcruples about it) they may be called a rough, though 
<< not altogether unlike imitation of thoſe MI. medii xvi, ſuch 
& as ſome in my poſſeſſion, which I look upon as written by 
& a purely Greek hand, and not with a pen, but with a reed. 
& T had formerly (but gave them to Dr. AsKEw, who in re- 
« turn promiſed me ſome other tritling literary favour) a few 
leaves of an ancient printed book which I gueſſed was Las- 


Res or Gaza's Greek Grammar; and the impreſſion 


of which, as it then ſeemed to me, reſembled very much 


ce that of the Pſalter in queſtion. A more imperfect reſem- 
<< blance of its coeval Batrachomyomachia, may be ſeen in the 
_ «© engraved ſpecimen of it which was drawn, I ſuppoſe, by 
*« MaiTTAiRE himſelf, and publiſhed with his edition of, 


6 that Poem, anno 773. C. D. M. 
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number of his editions place him in a much higher 
rank than his predeceſſors. His characters were more 
beautiful and elegant than any before uſed. He was 
born in 1445, and died in 1515 [J. | 

This article ſhould cloſe here; but it would be un- 
pardonable not to mention the celebrated RoBERT 
STEPHENS and his fon HENRY; whoſe impreſſions, in 
Hebrew, Greek, and Latin, are well known. Though 
the noble Greek books of Ar Des had raiſed an univer- 
ſal deſire of reviving that tongue, the French were 
backward in introducing it. The only pieces printed by 9 
them were ſome quotations, ſo wretchedly performed. 7 
that they were rather to be gueſſed at than read o]; 


[u] Arbus was the inventor of the Halic character which 
is now in uſe, called, from his name, Aldine, or Curſivus. 
This ſort of letter he contrived, to prevent the great num- 
ber of abbreviations that were then in uſe; a ſingular 
ſpecimen of which is preſerved by CHEVILLIER, p. 110: 
Si hic e fe] sm qd ad fimptr & e pducibile a deo, g 
& © & str hic a 5 © ; a i © pducibile a deo, &c. 
i. e. * Sicut hic eſt fallacia ſecundum quid ad ſimpliciter A 
c eft producibile a deo: Ergo A eſt. Et fimiliter hie A non 
s eſt: Ergo non eſt producibile a deo.“ PALMER, p. 151, 
152. MaAITTAIRE, vol. I. p. 237. =_— | 
[e] This is ſaid on the authority of PALMER, p. 270.— * 
« The father of RoBERT was alſo named HEN RV, and was | | ; 
perhaps the firſt that began to print Greek quotations in 5 
e ſuch a manner that they could not be ſaid to be wretchedly. 1 0 
« performed, and rather to be gueſſed at than read. I judge of 115 
&* this by his edition of Fabri Stapulen/is Quincuplex Pſalterium, 
printed at Paris, and * in 1513,” C. D. M. 
| 2 x in 
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in a character very rude and uncouth, and without ac- 
cents. But Francis TISss ARD, in 1507, introduced the 
ſtudy of this language at Paris, where the printing of it 
was ſucceſsfully practiſed till brought to the higheſt 
perfection by RoszrT and HENRY STEPHENS. 

The firſt Greek edition of the whole Bible was 
priced at Complutum, under the care of Cardinal 
Niuzvs * but as this _ though finiſhed 
in 


[p] See our Apps Ne III. p. 128. And ſee an account 
of all the early Greek and Latin editions both of the Old and 
New Teſtament in Le Lonc's Bibliotheca Sacra. — Mr. 
MAITTAIRE, however, Annal. Typogr. t. I. p. 41, mentions 
a Latin Bible, of Paris, unnoticed by Le Loxs,, which 
is without a date; but is fixed by [Mr. Barzicave] a 
learned friend of Mr. MaiTTAiRE's to the year 1464, the 
third year of the reign of Lovis XI, from the three follow- 
ing verſes printed in a colophon at the end of it: 

ec Jam ſemi undecimus luſtrum Francos Lupovicus 

« Rexerat, UIRieus, MAR Tixus, itemque MicuAEL 

Orti Teutonia hanc mihi compoſuere figuram.“ 
Mr. PALurxx, Hiſt. of Printing, p. 100, after citing the 
above conjefture, adds, I am perſuaded that Mr. Marr- 
4 TAIRP's friend was miftaken in the firſt verſe, As CE- 


„ VILLIER gives us the ſame colophon at the end of the 


ee firſt Paris Bible by the ſame three partners, with this va- 
4 riation however from the former, that inſtead of em 
&* Iuftrum, it has tribus luſiris, that is, inſtead of the third, 
« it imports the thirteenth year of that King's reign : we 
may eafily ſuppoſe, that it was the firſt Paris Bible of 
* 1475; and this Gentleman might probably be miſtaken : 
8 however, the book wag? in Queen's College library, in 


* «© Cam- 
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in 1517, was not publiſhed till 1522, that of Venice, 
1518, may properly be called the firſt edition of the 
whole Greek Bible, though ERASNHus had publiſhed 
the New Teſtament, at Baſil, in 1516. 


“M Cambridge, it may be cafily conſulted.” We have the au- 
thority of the very learned and accurate Dr. TAYLOR in ME. 
to aſſert, that “Mr. MAaiTTAIRE's friend was not miſtaken. 
Ihe verſes are as quoted by Mr. MA1TT AIRE, ſemi luftrum, 
te not tribus luftris;” and, that © the book is not in Queen's 
College Library, but in the Library of the Univerſity, in 
© that part of it which was given by King George I. We 
ſhall juſt mention occafionally, as it falls in our way, another 
very ſcarce Latin Bible publiſhed by SEx vETvs, whence Dr. 
Grrcory SH ARPE cites a note of SERVETVUS, in his Second 
Argument, &c. and of which he ſays, p. 254, The Jeſuits at 
Lions, when I enquired after this book, did not know that it ever 
had been publiſhed : and Mr. Arkenholtz, a very learned and inge- 
niaus man, the librarian at Heſſe Caſſel, where the works of Ser- 
vetus are ſuppeſed to be preſerved, though the CHRISTIANISMUS | 
REsTITUTUS zs loft, having been flolen out of the library, when 
the Landgrave himſelf was preſent, did net, till I convinced him, 

believe that Servetus ever publiſhed an edition of the Bible. In 

Dr. Me av's Catalogue, p. 3, this edition is intituled, Biblia 

Sac a ex Pagnini tranſlatione, per Mien. VILLANOVANUx, 

i. e. SERVETUM, Lugduni, 1542, folio, B. & N.— If Dr. 
„ SHARPE's intention in this note was only, as I ſuppoſe, to 

* make his Readers ſenſible how ſcarce a book that Bible is 

from which he quoted a paſſage, it may be but feconding his 
e intention to obſerve, that his copy, Dr. MRA PD's copy, and 
ceny copy of it, are but one : bis copy being that which he had 
% borrowed of me, and mine being no other than Dr. Man's; 

* which I purchaſed when his library was ſold by auction in 
* 1754.” C. D. M. For Seven Pounds, as appears by a 

Catalogue in which the prices are marked. N. No 
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On the firſt-printed HE BRE W Books: 


with Obſervations on ſome modern Editions; 
and a Collation, from WarTon's Polyglott, 
of a remarkable paſſage, as printed in Kings 
and Chronicles F 


A VERY ſatisfaqory account of this branch of 
Printing is thus given by a Gentleman whoſe learned 
labours have for many years been conſtantly em- 
ployed in elucidating the Hebrew Scriptures [a]: 
The method which ſeems to have been originally 
« obſerved, in printing the Hebrew Bible, was juſt 
e hat might have been expected: 

4 J. The PExXTATEUCH, in 1482 [6]. 
« II. The Prior PROPHETS, in 1484 [c]. 


[a] Dr. KEN xIcorr, in Ten Annual Accounts of the Fg 
tion of Hebrew MF. p. 112. In the Doctor's Plan for print- 


ing a corrected Bible (dated Dec. 16, 1772) an edition of 


the Pſalms is mentioned, ſo early as 1477. 

[3] A copy of this edition is preſerved at Verona, An- 
other copy of it is in the curious Library of the Margrave 
of BADEN DuRLac. Annual Accounts, p. 112, 


(e] This edition (containing Joſhua, Judges, and Samuel) 
Dr. ncorr ſaw in the Royal Library at Paris. Ibid. 


'T « NI, 
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III. The PosrERIOR PROPHETS, in 1486 [d]. 
« IV. The HaciocRAPHA, in 1487 [el. 
« And, after the Four great parts had been thus 
printed ſeparately (each with a comment), Taz 
% wHOLE TEXT (without a comment) was printed in 
one volume in 1488 Cf]: and the text continued to be 
| © printed, 
[d] This edition contained the Prophete priores and poſte- 
ricres, according to Wor ius, Biblioth. Hebraica, vol. II. 


p. 397. See Dr. KExnNicoTT's State of the printed Hebrew 


Text, Diſſert. II. p. 472. It was printed at Soncino, in tlie 
dutchy of Milan, without vowel points, cum Com. DA vid 
KIMcht, fol. See LE Loxo, Bibliotheca Sacra, p. 1293 
and PALMER, p. 249. | 

e] Printed at Naples in 1487. A copy of the Hagriographa, 
in two volumes, on vellum, was preſented by Dr. PELLET 
to Eaton College Library. It contains many curious read- 
ings, different from all the other printed copies, and con- 
tracy to the Maſora., The laſt is probably one of the rea- 
ſons for which the whole edition may have been deſtroyed 
excepting this copy, which had the ſingular good fortune 
to eſcape the flames. Dr. PELLET ſays, Hoc exemplar uni- 
cum, & flammis ereptum, uti par eft credere. This edition 


however is printed with the vowel points, except one whole 


page of Daniel. See Dr. KexnicorT, Diff. I. p. 521. 
Diff. II. p. 47 3.—Another copy has been ſinee diſcovered, 
in the Caſanatenſian library at Rome. Annual Collations, 
p. Ira. 

[/] Printed at Soncino, with vowel points, by ABRA- 


HAM fil. Rabbi Ha ajim, fol. See LE Los, p. 96, where 
is a particular enumeration of all the principal editions till 


the year 1709, The whole of the New Tęſlameni was firſt 
publiſhed 
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« printed, as in theſe firſt editions, fo in ſeveral others 
6 for twenty or thirty years, without marginal Keri 


* or Maſora, and with greater agreement to the more 


* antient Mff.; till, about the year 1520, ſome of 
* the Jews adopted later Mſſ. and the png peter which 
te abſurd preference has obtained ever ſince.“ 


Thus much for the ancient editions given by Jews. 


In 1742, a Hebrew Bible was printed at Mantua, 


under the care of the moſt learned Jews in Italy. 


This Bible had not been heard of among the Chri- 
ſtians in this country, nor perhaps in any other; 
though the nature of it is very extraordinary. The 
text indeed is nearly the ſame with that in other 
modern editions: but at the bottom of each page 
are Various Readings, amounting in the whole to 
above 2000, and many of them of great conſequence, 
collected from Mſſ. printed editions, copies of the 


publiſhed in Hebrew by ELiASs Hur rx in 1599, ina 
Polyglott edition, which will be deſcribed in our Appen- 
dix, Ne III. B. & N.“ But long enough before this, at 
% Baſil, anno 1537, was publiſhed (Hit HENRIOI PeTRI) 
<« a ſmall folio, containing a pretended antient Goſpel of S-. 
% Matthew in Hebrew, together with a Latin Tranſlation, 
„ and Annotations by the Editor SeBasTIanus MuN- 
ce S$TERUS; the ſame who, anno 1535, had publiſhed: an 
«© Hebrew Bible, with a new Latin Tranſlation of his own, 
and Annotations, at Baſil, in two volumes in folio : which 
© were reprinted at Baſil with conſiderable improvements, 
ann _— Of this I have a fine copy.” C. D. M. 
* i Talmud, 


pr 
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Talmud, and the works of the moſt renowned Rab- 


bies. And in one of the notes is this remark :— 
“That in ſeveral paſſages of the Hebrew Bible the 


& differences are ſo many and fo great, that they know 


e not which to fix upon as the true Readings [g. 


We cannot quit this ſubject without obſerving, 
on Dr. Kexnicort's authority, that as the firſt 
printed Bibles are more correct than the later 
ones, ſo the variations between the firſt edition, 
printed in 1488, and the edition of VAanDER 
Hoochr, in 1705, at Amſterdam, in 2 vols, 8vo, 
amount upon the whole, to above DL. as 
THOUSAND! [4] 


But theſe are not the only Variations that we 
are concerned to take notice of. Parallel places of 
Scripture, though evidently derived from the ſame 
original, are found to differ in no ſmall degree. Of 
this many ſtriking inſtances have been long ſince given 
by Dr. KexN1cortT, in his State of the printed He- 
brew Text, Diff. I. And we are enabled, by the 
kindneſs - of a valuable Friend, to lay before the 
. Reader another ſpecimen of the ſame kind, in a 
Collation of the accounts of the Dedication of the 
Temple, as written 1 Kings vii. 51. vill. , &c. and 
2 Chron. v. I, &c. 


e] Dr. KenxicortT's Plan, Dec, 8 1772. 


5 Annual Accounts, p. 130. 
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AP EN DI Xx. 


ier oN 
F THE ACCOUNT or | 


"The DeDpicarTrion of the TEMPLE, 


I Kings Vil. 


2 Chron. v. 


VARIOUS READINGS, 


Ver. 51. "5" . . 
i falſely for 
N 
DD HN 
don NN) 

CET 


. 1. Oy 


Ver. 1. wanting, 


—_ e. 


dundant. 


ry; 
2. bf 2 


9 


De MARES 


** hin 
SAW IRR 
N 
ohn rightly. 
5. HUN redundant. 
6. NAT 
PINT .. 
- 2 BH 8 
ä 


dy lit. tranſpoſitis. 


420 


. 
r 


V1! rightly. . 
9. Den 


N. B. N ſeems to be wanting in both places after NN. 


—— 


4 * 


? 


Vid 
mT 
AD N i) wrong, 
By: 55 M8) 
N“ 
2. 7p? 
wanting 


mT 
3. wanting. 
improperly omitted. 
4. BT 
5. ed NR without YM? 
vt» 
PMN 
6. wanting. 
7. N' 
en 


8. ih 


WI) -- 

i 
9. N“ 

N 


42 
* 10. Nin without EY2RN 


79. 


. 8, x.» wu. o« wg 
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1 Kings viii. 2 Chron. v. and vi. 
VaxIOUSs READixds. 


„„ „„ V 10. 1 


te rightly . , | negligently omitted; 
DDD NN BD | 
10. N ROD Dy 13.702 * hy 895 Mam 
| | u 
11. d IVA NR . . 1 TORN rea 
1-43 .: » . „„ 
—. ß Nav). 
WW. Gs 2 ome 
CCVIVv Id own 7 
TIS ent en pal 
16. SRP? IR «© +» ] 5. wanting, 
1 - ET PI} ND 
N. B. The oppoſite 13 words, | 
though neceſſary to complete DD NA inangs N 


the ſenſe, are omitted in Kings, 
owing to the ſimilar endings 
of two ſentences, one of which 
the tranſcriber negligently 
overlooked, : 


OT. is >” on 
17» wi „ ” * 
18.00 . . . 
. . 
En Aw OE . 
20. SPN TD : . 
T7 5 
NJ 
MR PpbD » 
N 


Ned BIR Wing 


Do 


ON“ Dy Oy 33 


Dy Dr aN. 
dw r 


6. 702 
7-11 
8. 7 
MIN 
9. without N 
10. N 
TT 
11. IWR) 
NN DN 
N” J 


wanting. 


* For T the LXX read /). The text is evidently wrong ; 


and ought to ſtand as in 1 Kings, 


2 | 5 22. 
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4 55 1 Kings viii, 


2 Chron. vi. N 
Various READ Gs. 


7 22, r- 6 
err 
ee 
e 

en Sy 

F 

24-111 . 
= 25. MT 
; 30 


26. TN 
N2 5 

PAAT wrong, 

AN 
27. wanting. 

* > RW 

TT 

28. n : 

29. J 
9D 
P11 n9%%) 
TPIVY. . 

$207 

30. MN. 
PL IN 
PrRUN IN 

31. MN DN 

32. BDUN 


33 hana * 
N 


verſe 12th repeated, 


.. 


195 : gt 


Td 


oy 12. wanting. 


1 3. N 
. DTIINT 
wanting. 
D 7 
wanting. 
15.0 
16. 5 
dx 
99552 


*r. d 


wanting. 
17 right, 
T1715 

18. NN DN 
ov 
Y 


19. wanting. 


20. PYY 
T 
9 rr ä 
T2& PV? | 
mew? 

21. 8 M 
Dp2D 5 
Deb 933 


3:23. ON 
23. DD>LUN ye 


v wn . 
24. N TON) 
— | 


"*YVerſe 1 5 is a parentheſis (not extant in Sinn * part of 
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1 Kings viii. © 2 Chron. vi. i 

Var1ovs REanings.' : = 

1 33. oN 3 24. wanting. | | B 
JJ 5 
oy [ma1/66|/-7p WH . + 25. hah. | : 


PMN NM . ena Y nnru 


35. OW . .. 1 26 9m. 
erh , DNT» 


36. JN N . 27. 7 


% N „ pn ; 
N 0 . — — wrong. £ 
38. Wake o » | . 29, mqieas ; 
VL | * 5 ol WT : ; I 3 
a r en w x 


39. Ru + + +4| 30. Dunn . 
T' e . wanting, | 2 
HY . 9 DN 
r 7 Marg 
32 72 4. 92 without BY 

4. rn. 3 Deve 
wanting. 0 R TIM 55> 

42. JD NR W 5 32. wanting. 
n. „ 4. Mts: 

Jm „ 
mw; ; : WI) * 
DDD 1 worn 1 . 

43. NN . 2 I 33-7) 0 
PC De A 
WI2 . 9 95 8 
V 
% nav 

44-1I'N =» EY 34. aN 


n 
* N 24 9 2 
333 e P 
= 4”, ut 9 „„ 2 - 
HTO I 0G 0 
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| 1 Kings viii. 2 Chron. vi. 
VPARIOUS RraninGs. | 
3 44 mv R334 908 
wanting. . a 4. Heir 
—— ve: 
45. PDWUNn . 35. PUN Dh 
46. DAY . - | 36. pvaw 
INN . 4 . wanting. 
= he 37-225 28 
MVP . 5 Pia | 
ö 3 right. 
TE an * ye M nght. 
48. aD. I 38.2 
WIVA'N > . FP 
w N . 5 A wanting. 
V Wm. 
TIEN. .» 5 Va 
"IVA Ws . R 7 2 right. 
49. D οο +« « | 39-BDPN 19 
—_— TT 7 > 
EMT... Jl Pram 


N. B. This Collation, made from Walrox's 


Polyglott, proceeds no farther, becauſe the remainder 
of Sol ONMox's Prayer is very different in Kings, from 


what it is in Chronicles; for which difference if the 


Learned could clearly account, it would be of great 


ſervice to this important branch of Literature, 
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In Mr. CLARK E's Connexion of the Roman, Saxon, 
and Engliſh Coins, among many other intereſting par- 


ticulars, is a curious Diſſertation on the Jewiſh Money; 


in which the Shekel, as determined by GRSEYSTUs “, 
is proved (againſt the united authority of ViLLaL- 
PANDUS and GREAVES) to have been ſynonymous to 
the Didrachma, or forty-eighth part of a pound: and 
eonſequently a fourth part. of an ounce; not half an 
ounce, as has been commonly ſuppoſed, 


* It is now almoſt two centuries ſince STANISLAUS 
GrsEPs1us, a learned Polander, publiſhed a treatiſe, D- 
multiplici ficla, et talents Hebraico. This book met with a 
very fingular fate, It was at firſt much negleQed, and then, 


about a century afterwards, publiſhed in Germany, as a 
very choice Mf. found in one of their libraries. One 


HEenR1cus GOUTIER THULEMAR1US reprinted it word for 
word, without taking the leaſt notice of its author ; and 
this Literary Pirate was in time regarded as the true Pro- 
prietor. See BAUDELOT, Utilite des Voyages, vol. II. p. 
247. and FABRICIius, Bibl. Ant. p. 27.” Mr. CLARKE, 


p. 242.— This learned work of Gastes1vs would not be a 


temptation to a Literary Pirate of theſe days! 
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On the firſt-printed PoIlVYGLOT Ts. 


THE firſt Por VSLOTT work was printed at Genoa 


in 1516, by PETER Paul Porrvs [a], who under- 
took to print the Pentaglott Pſalter of Aucrsrix Ju- 
STINIAN, bifhop of Nebo. It was in Hebrew, Ara- 
bic[b}, Chaldaic, and Greek, with the Latin Verſions, 

FJlaoſſes, 


By Ponxkus it was printed at Genoa, in ædibus 
« Nicolai JUSTINIAN1T Pauli; whither he ſeems to have 


| e been invited for that purpoſe : after which J conceive 


« that he returned to his uſual place of abode at Turin; 
as by himſelf, at the end of the book, he is called Petrus 
% Porrus Medialanenſis T AURINI DEGENS.” C. D. M. 
[IJ] The Arabic verſion is of no authority, as it was 
tranſlated, not from the Hebrew, but from the Septuagint; 


where the verſion of the Prophets (particularly Jeremiah) is 


leſs faithful than that of the other books of the Old Teſta- 
ment, and was probably made by a Jew who was very ignorant 
of Hebrew, But this is very far from being the caſe of the 
Pentateuch. See MicHAEL1s, Syntagma Commentationum, 
1763, Comm. III. p. 58. and PRIDEAUx, vol. II. folio, p. 36. 
The Illyrian, Gothic, Arabic, Ethiopic, Armenian, and 
Syriac verſions were all made from the Septuagint; though 
there is ſtill in being an older verſion of the Syriac, tranſlated 
immediately from the Hebrew original. PRIDEAUX, p. 37. 
„ The Arabic is the late of all the anticnt verſions of 
* the Old Teſtament, —In the year 942 died R. SAADIAS, 
“e called 
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Gloſſes, and Scholia, which laſt made the eighth 
column, in folio. The Arabic was the firſt that ever 
was printed, and this the firſt piece of the Bible that 
ever appeared in ſo many languages [B. 

8 In 


ce called Gaon (1. e. the illuſtrious ), who prefided over the 
© Babylonian ſchools.—The chief merit of this learned and 
{© laborious Rabbi is, that he tranſlated all the Old Teſta- 
ment from the Hebrew into Arabic; expreſſing the Ara- 
* bie in Hebrew characters. But though the whole He- 
brew Bible was thus tranſlated by him; yet the Penta- 
* teuch only has been, as yet, publiſhed from his verſion. 
* The other books, now in Arabic, in the Paris and Lon- 
don Polyglotts, were tranſlated at different times, by dif- 
« ferent authors; partly from the Greek, and partly from 
the Syriac verſions : and but few parts, if any, (except- 
ing the Pentateuch) were tranſlated from the Hebrew.” 
Dr. KEnNicoTT, on the State of the printed Hebrew Text, 
Diff. II. p. 452—454- e 
See a particular enumeration of the Arabic verfions, both 
MFC. and printed, in Le Lox, p. 214, &c. 


[5] JusTINIAN, preſuming this work would procure him 


great gain, as well as reputation, cauſed 2000 copies to be 


priated of it, and promiſed in his Preface to proceed with 
the other parts of the Bible. But he was miſerably diſap- 
pointed: every body applauded the work; but few pro- 
cceded further; and ſcarce a fourth part of his number was 
ſold. Beſides the 2000 copies, he had allo printed fifty 
upon vellum, which he preſented to all the kings, whether 
Chriſtians or Infidels. The whole New Teſtament was 
prepared for the preſs by JusrixiAx, wha had alſo made 


R | great | 
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In 1518, Johx Porkxx publiſhed the Pſalter, in 
Hebrew, Greek, Latin, and Zthiopic, [or Chaldaic, 
as he, with ſome others, called it,] at Cologn ; but the 
name of the Printer is no where to be found through- 
out the book [cc]. It has no Preface properly ſo 
| 5 | called: 


great progreſs. in the Old. Sec LE Loxsc, Bibliotheca Sacra, 
P. 2. MaArTTA1RE, Annal. Typ. tom. II. Par. I. p. 121. 
PaLukER, Hiſt. of Printing, p. 263. 
le] The Primer's name is no where mentioned, that we 
| Know of, except in the following obſervations of the Reve- 
rend C. Dr-Missv, to whom this article had been commu- 
nucated ; I would almoſt venture to affirm, that 0 have 
named him when you named Patten. For if he does not 
© ſay expreſily that he was the Printer, he ſeems at leaſt to 
„give us a broad hint of it, when he ſays: Statui jam 
6 ſenex linguas externas aliquas diſcere: & per artem impreſſo- 
' © riam, quam adoleſcens didici, edere : ut modico are libri in 
© diverſis linguis, formis enets excuſi emi paſſint. Theſe words. 
© might have been minded, but were omitted, by Le Long 
e in the abſtracts he made of Potken's addreſs to his 
« readers at the end of the book. Towards the end of the 
* ſame Addreſs he ſa;s imprimi curavi : but ſuch a phraſe 
© may very well be underſtood! of one who ſaw his work 
printed at home with his. own types. And beſides, he 
might have choſen that phraſe as the moſt convenient, on 
© account of his having been abſent for ſome time while 
the inprefſion was carried on by his kinſman and learned 
© aſſiſtant Soter, alias Heyl. Confer with the above Addreſs 
« what he ſays,. p. 7. (col. 2 ſub finem) of his Introductiun- 
© eulae, &c. a ſmall work of no more than four leaves, 
* which was certainly intended to go along with the Palrer, 
| | though 
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called: But from an Addreſs of Por xEx to the ſtu- 


dious Readers, which is printed on the laſt page of the 
| Pfalter, 


© though it is not always, and is perhaps very feldom, 
to be found with it. In the abovementioned Addreſs he 
« pretends to be the firſt who had imported into Europe what 
© he calls the Chaldee [ now more properly called the 
* /Ethiopic| Tongue. And nothing hitherto has appeared to 
the contrary. Some quibblers indeed might object, that 
it rather was imported by the Æthiopian Fryars who had 
© helped him to learn it. But he certainly ſeems to have 
© becn the firſt who preſented the European Republic of 
Letters with a printed Introducliuncula to the Reading of 
© that language: nor could any body, that I know of, have 
© faid in 1518, that in 1513 he had publiſhed or printed an 
* Xthiopic book in Europe, as Potken does in his Addreſs 
of 1518, where he acquaints us, that nearly five years 
b before, he had given at Rome an edition of the Æthiopic 

Pſalter printed by uſelf : for it is evidently of ſuch a 
© Pfalter that he fays : Pſalterium .. . . arte impreſſria 
C. . + + +» 4 » Quinquennis Vix exatlo, Rome edidi : which 
© book is noticed by Le Long, in theſe words: Pſalmi & 
© Canticum Canticorum Æthiapice ſludis Joannis Potken cum 
© jus prafatione Latina, in 4*, Romæ 1513. That Latis 
* Preface, could I get a ſight of it, would perhaps enable 
© me to be more particular and more poſitive, The book 
© is marked by Le Long himſelf as being in the Royal 
Library at Paris; and an account of the faid Preface, 
* no-doubt, might eaſily be obtained, if aſking for it ſhould 
© become a matter of any importance to the curious. Thus 
* much, however, I thought, might be propoſed provi- 
„ fionally, concerning the name of the Printer to whom 
1 « the 
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Pſalter, we are informed, that, while his carneſt zeat 
for Chriſtianity, and for the Roman See, made him 


422 extremely 


«the world was indebted for Potken's Polyglott Pſalter. 
hut fince I have dwelt fo long upon that ſubject, 
©] cannot well diſmiſs it without adding a word about the 
© rank which Le Long gives to this work among the firſt 
printed Polyglott Plalters; immediately after that of Ju- 
* timani, printed by Porrus in 15 16; and before another, 
© by him ſuppoſed to be printed, as well as Potken's, wa 
years later. Pſalterium Hebraice, Grace, & Latine, cura 
*& fludio Deſid. Eraſmi. V. S. Hieronymi Opera, in fol. 
* Baſile, typis Amerbachii 1518. Such was Le Long's in- 
© 6cicatzon of the book in the firſt edition of his Bibliotbeca 
© Sacra, In the laſt Paris edition (1723) it runs thus: 
% Pfalterium Hebraice, & Latine, tam ex Verſione S. 
Hieronymi ſecundum Hebraicam veritatem quam ex 
« Vulgata Latina, cura & ftudio Deſid. Eraſmi & Conr. 
&« Pellicani, V. S. Hieronymi Opera, in fol. Baſileæ, typis 
„ Amerbachii 1518,” and is followed by theſe ſcraps Ex 
© prefatione Brunsnis Amerbachii. * Veteri probatzque 
Theologiæ plurimum lucis acceſſurum ex hac caſtiſſima 
& [;t Hould have been caſtigatiſſima] Hieronymianorum ope- 
« rum editione, quam in primis Eraſmo, nonnihil etiam nobis 
« ſtudioſi ſerre debent acceptum Ver acceptam] . . Nos huic 
© oftayo tomo corrollarii vice quadruplex Pſalterium adje- 
« cimus, videlicet & Hebraicum, & huic oppoſitam D. 
te [div;] Hieronymi verſionem, quam vulgo Hebræam ve- 
<« ritatem appellant, Græcum item, cui reſpondet e regione 
< tralatio que paſſim legitur, «0yA@», hoc eſt incerto auctore 
& [autore incerto] . . . & in Hebraicis præcipue curavimus, 
Kut m_ minimum I & his antiquiſſimis diſce- 
A f  deremus 
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extremely deſirous of learning foreign languages, 


eſpecially what he calls the Chaldee, for which he 
was 


« deremus . . . . . Porro fatemur ingenue hoe negotii 8x 
e Hue , | N avev Hue brug, ] quod aiunt, nos confeciſſe, 
c ſed adjutus [ adjutos] opera doctiſſimi pariter & humaniſſimĩ 
e Patris Conradi ¶ Chonradi] Pellicani Rubeaquenſis, ex 
« familia D. [divi] Franciſci, cujus auſpicio potiſſimum hec 
te res peracta eſt,” What ſhall we ſay to all this? I have 
certainly ftrong reaſons to queſtion whether Le Long ever 
©faw an edition of what is commonly called Exaſmus's St. 


© Ferom, bearing the date of 1518: except ſome copy or 


© copies of the firſt edition ſhould be ſuppoſed to have been 
© ſold with a new title bearing ſuch a date. But even this 
© have ſtrong reaſons to diſbelieve. The moſt, in ſhort, 
© I can grant is, that conſidering the more general uſe, and 
© of courſe the more general demand, of the eighth yo- 
© lume, or even of the very ſeparable part of it which con- 
* tains the Polyglott Pſalter; ſome copies of either may 
© have been ſold fingly with any freſher title and date, in 
* order to pleaſe that very common ſort of buyers who will 


© by all means be ſerved with the neweſt edition. A copy 


© of the intire eighth volume I can ſhew, the date of which, 
© in the title page, is ſo late as 1527. But then, on the very 


back of that title page, is printed a ſhort Preface by 
Bruno Amerbachius, the original date of which i is thus pre- 


* ſerved : Ilibus Januariis, Anno M. D. XVI. and in which he 
* declares that a peculiar Preface ſhall be given to the Poly- 
F glott Pſalter. Now this peculiar Preface is certainly the 
 *fame from which the above abſtracts have been taken by 
Le Long: and being likewiſe printed on the back of the 
: roared s title-page, preſerves alſo the original date of 


* the 


>} 


. 
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i 
was deſtitute of any proper maſter ; ſome ÆEthiopian 
Fryars happened to be at Rome, (as he expreſſes it) 


pere- 
© the ſaid year 1516: from which circumſtances, without 
« deſcending to more minute particulars, it is plain, I think, 
© that this Pſalter, being two years more antient than Pot- 
« ken's, ought to have been placed before it. Nay, I would 
© fain alk, if it might not diſpute the precedency even with 
£ Porrus's? And this at leaſt I can affirm, that Porrus's 
© date is Menſe VIIIIbri, and Amerbach's VIII Calend. Sep- 
© tembreis. Neither could it well be urged as a deciſive 
© point in favour of Porrus's, that its date is at the end of 
© the work, while Amerbach's 1s only at the end of a Pre- 
© face, on the very back of the title-page, which apparently 
© was printed the firſt of all, and that the time required to 
print the reſt might retard the diſpatch of the whole book 
beyond the month of November. For, not to mention 
the Printer's well-known and almoſt prodigious diligence, 
© who, by taking proper meaſures before-hand, and ſetting 
« ſeveral preſſes at work for the ſame book, might have done 
« with it before the laſt mentioned month; it will be ſuffi- 
« cient to obſerve, in the fir/t place, That the firſt ſheet of 
* the firſt Quaternio, though ready for the preſs, may have 
been purpolely left with a blank page (either worked-off 
© or not), until the blank page could be filled up with a 
© Preface, in which the Editors, conformably to rea- 
« ſon, might ſpeak of their performance as of a work 
© already executed. Secondiy, That, without going a great 
© way for an actual example of what I ſuppoſe may have 
© been practiſed in this caſe, a ſhining example of it we 


have at hand in the very next ninth and laſt volume, 
the {inal date of which ſpecifying the month of May 


© 1516, 
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peregrinationis cauſa, to whom he eagerly applied: 
and that, from his intercourſe with them he had 


acquired 


* 1516, the Preface nevertheleſs is dated June the 26 
* (Sexto Kalendas Fulias ).—Thirdly, That, of all the dates 
* in the whole ſet which mark the month, the oldeſt being 
(T. II. fol. verſo 191) of Auguſt 1515, none is fo late in 
* Ig16 as that of the Polyglott Pſalter in queſtion. From 
© which reaſons it is plain to me that the book might have 


been ready for ſale, it not preciſely on the 25th of Auguſt 


(VIII Calend. Septembreis) at fartheſt a few days after; 


c two months, not to ſay three, before Porrus had printed 


© his final date of November, without marking the day; 
© which, if one of the laſt in the month, he had ſome rea- 

*ſon to ſuppreſs, that it might not look near four full 

months remote from the firſt of Auguſt; this being the 

date of Juſtiniani's dedication to the Pope, and the dedi- 

cation having probably been printed when he hoped, and 

perhaps promiſed, that againſt ſuch a time the whole 

«* thould be finiſhed. But, be this as it will, I think I have 

© ſaid enough to make good what I hinted above, that the 

« Polyglott Pfalter of Bafil might diſpute the precedency 
* with that of Genoa, By all this, however, I am far 
from pretending to make Eraſmus the firſt Editor of 
* Polyglott Books: and I firmly believe that when Le 
© Long inſerted theſe words, Cura & fludio Defid. Eraſmi, 
© he did it without any other foundation than the common 
© opinion which aſcribes to Eraſmus the whole buſineſs of 
preparing this Edition of Jerom's works; though he ſo 
little meddled with Hebrew, that when he had occaſion 
for it, en paſſant, he would not proceed without requiring 
4 the aſſiſtance of the two brothers Bruno and Baſil Amer- 
| bach. 
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acquired ſuch a knowledge of their language, as to 
make him believe he might undertake an edition of 
| the 


© bach. So that Le Long, inſtead of Cura & Audio Deſid. 
© Eraſmi, might rather have ſaid, Cura & Audio Brunonis 
Bali! Amerbachiorum (or, as they uſed to ſpell it, 
© Amorbachioram). This I infer from their joint Addreſs 


© to the Reader, at the head of Tome the Fifth; where 


© alſo the Reader is informed of ſome particulars which 
© may ſerve as a good, or even neceſſary, comment upon 


© the fifth page of Eraſmus's dedication to Archbiſhop 


© Warham. I. That when Eraſmus | who by the bye had 
© himſelf collected materials towards an edition by him in- 
< tended of St. Jerom's works] came to Baſil ; he found 
great proviſions and preparations already made | for the 
< ſame purpole], at the expence, and by the care, of their 
© now deceaſed Father, John Amerbach : who, after pro- 
' © curing St. Ambroſe's and St. Auſtin's works, printed 
"© furs typi-, had reſolved to go on with St, Jerom's. II. Thar 
© their father, intending to make them collaborators in 
that work, had furniſhed them with ſome knowledge 
© (qualicunque peritia, as they term it) in the Latin, Greek, 


and Hebrew languages. III. That Eraſmus having taken 


© upon him the care of the four firſt Tomes, the care of 
the five laſt became their lot. And accordingly, in all 
© the ſubſequent Addreſſes to the Reader, we find them 
(though under the ſole name of Bruns) ſpeaking as 


© Ediiors; yet making honourable mention of the Learned 


to whoſe aſſiſtance they acknowledged themſelves much 
© indebted. And let me add, that they not only never ſpeak 
« as Printers, but expreſs themſelves in ſuch a manner as 
to leave all the honours of the printing- office to Jahn 
1 A © Froben: 
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the Zthiopic Pſalter; which was actually publiſhed 
at Rome nearly five years before the date of his 
Polyglott performance. At the end of the above- 


© Froben : ſo that, in Le Long's account, it was a new 
© miſtake to write Typis Amerbachii: -a miſtake, however, 

© which Maittaire himſelf, in his account, has not avoided, 
| © his words being, p. 124: Eodem anno quo Juſtinianus ſuum 
© P/alterium Pentaglotton edidit; Bajilee ab Amorbachio Pſalte- 
© rium triglatton + . . excuſum gi. Something more might be 
© added in order to rectify by the preſent account of Eraſ- 
© mus's Jerom, ſome inaccuracies which may puzzle or 
© miflead the reader, in the accounts given of it by the 
© yery beſt and lateſt writers of Eraſmus's Life: but I 
think that this hint alone may be ſufficient. The only 


© addition in which I ſhall indulge myſelf, will be to preſent | 


the Reader with a kind of Inſcription in capitals, which is 
© very conſpicuous at the end of the laſt volume; and by 
© which we may be made, in ſome meaſure, to underſtand, 
© not only how far Froben is to be looked upon as connected 
© with, or diſtinguiſhed from, the Amerbachs ; but alſo, what, 
© that Society was, which I remember is ſomewhere ſpoken of 
by Eraſmus himſelf, (if I miſtake not) who relates, that on 
his refuſing with ſome obſtinacy a conſiderable ſum offered 
© him by Froben, and urging that he thought ſuch a ſum 
© too conſiderable from a man even in his circumſtances, 
« Froben at laſt prevailed by aſſuring him, that the offer he 
© made was not at his own private expence, but at the ex- 


© pence of the Society. The ſaid Inſcription is as follows: 
© BASILEAE IN AEDIBVS 10. FROBENNII IMPENDIO 
4 BRYNONIS, BASILII ET BONIFACII AMORBACHIORVM, 
& AC IOANNIS FROBENNII CHALCOGRAPHI ET IACOBL 
cc RECHBVRGII CIVIVM BASILIENSIVM, MENSE MAIO, 
6 AN; M. p. xVI.“ e 3 
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mentioned addreſs, he promiſed to perform ſome- 

thing in the Arabic, if he ſhould meet with ſufficient 
_ encouragement, 5 

The famous Bible of Cardins] "pets com- 
monly called the Complutenſian, conliſts of fix large folio 
volumes; having the Hebrew [d], Latin, and Greek 
in three diſtin columns, and the Chaldee paraphraſe, 
with a Latin interpretation, at the bottom of the 
page, the margin being filled with the Hebrew and 
Chaldee radicals. It was begun in 1502, finiſhed 
in 1517, but not publiſhed till 1522. A more par- 
ticular account of it may be ſeen in LE Loxq, and 
in MaitTairs [e]. | 

In 1546 appeared, at Conſtantinople, ** Penta- 
tc teuchus Hebræo- Chaldæo -Perhco- Arabicus,” in 
three columns; the Hebrew text in the middle; on 
the right hand the Perſic verſion of R. Jacos fil. 
Jostea; and on the left the Chaldee paraphraſe of 


* [4] The Hebrew text in this edition was corrected by 
ALypHonsvs, a phyſician of Complutum, Paulus Coxo- 
NELLUs, and ALPHONSUs ZAMORA, who were all con- 
verts from -Judaifm to Cliiſtianity. The VI. it was printed 
from had undergone the Maſoretical caſtigation. See Dr, 
Kxxxicorr, Difl. II. p. 475. | 
[e] The Gentleman to whom we are indebted . 
obſervations on PoTKENn's Pſalter would have favoured us 
with ſome curious remarks on this ſcarce edition, and on 
that of Antwerp by PLanTINUs, but had not leiſure to get 
them ready in time. We hope, however, to be able 
ſpeedily to preſent them to the Public, as a Supplement to 
| the preſent publication. 


OwKkeELOs : 
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OxKELos: at the top is the Arabic paraphraſe of 
SAADIAS, and at the bottom the commentary of Ras1. 
The whole is printed in Hebrew characters with 
points, the middle column on a larger fize than the 
others. At the end of. Geneſis appears, Abſolutus 
« eſt liber Geneſeos in domo EL1zzerts BERAB 
« GERSON Soncinatis [F ],” 

In 1 547, was publiſhed, from the ſame preſs, Pen- 
« ee Hebraicus, Hiſpanicus, & Barbaro-Græ- 
cus.“ This edition was alſo printed in three co- 
lumns; the Hebrew Text in the middle; the old 
Spaniſh verſion on the right hand; and on the left, 
the modern Greek, as uſed by the Caraites at Con- 
ſtantinople, who do not underſtand Hebrew. The 
Spaniſh is deſigned for the Refugee Spaniſh Jews. 


At the head and bottom of the pages are the Tar- 


gum and the Commentary as in the laſt mentioned 
editions [g. 

The next Polyglott Bible (commonly called the 
Royal or Spaniſh Polyglott) was printed at Antwerp, 


by CukisropHER PLANTINUS 1569—1572, by au- 


thority of Philip II, King of Spain, in Hebrew, 
Greek, Latin, and Chaldee, under the direction of 
Ar1as MoxnTanvus, in eight volumes, folio. The 
New Teſtament had alſo the Syriac verſion [BJ. 


{f] Lz Loxs, p. 45. [en Ibid. p. 46. 
[hb] © We need ſay the leſs of this great work; as it is 
& not pretended, that the leaſt correfion was made in this 
C edition of the Hebrew Text. Indeed no ſuch thing could 
„ poſſibly be expected from an Editor who believed the 
3 | per- 


In 
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Ia 1586 a Polyglott Bible was publiſhed at Heidel- 
berg, in two volumes, folio; printed in four columns, 
Hebrew, Greek, and two Latin verſions, viz. St. 
lerom's and that of Santes Pagninus; with the notes 
of VATABLus; and in the margin are the idioms, 
and the radices of all the difficult words. Two other 
dates have been ſeen to this edition, viz. 1599 and 
1616; but LE Loxs, after an attentive compariſon, 
declares them to be only different copies of the ſame 
impreſſion ; but that ſome of them have the Greek 


Teſtament with the addition of the Latin verſion of 


Arras MoxrAxus [5]. 

In 1596, Jacozvs Lucius printed an edition, in 
Greek, Latin, and German, at Hamburgh, in four 
volumes, folio, „Studio DAvIp Is WoLDptzi,” the 
Greek from the Venice edition of 1 518[#}; the 
Latin verſions of St. Inox and Pa NIN us. 

Sn In 
ec perfection of the Hebrew Text—qyanta integritate (ſays 
& he) ſemper conſervata fuerint Biblia Hebraa, plerigue dbe- 
4e ti ſimi viri conſtanter aſſeverarunt, &c. Hop, p. 516, 


« 517,” Dr. KEXNIcorr, Diff. II. p. 47. This edition 
s particularly deſcribed in LE Loxs, p. 20, 


[i]! Que ſub VATABII nomine circumferuntur Biblia, 
& ejus non ſunt ; annotationeſque eidem adſcriptæ auctorem 


&« habent RoBERTUM STEPHANUM.” WALTON, Proleg. 
iv. p. 33. See Loxd, p. 15. 

[e Lx Loxs, p. 26.—FABRICIus, Bibliotheca Græca, 
ſays the ſame. But the editor, WoL pERus himſelf, in his 
Preface ſpeaks thus : ** De LXX interpretum Greca, deque 
« Latina HiERoxNYM1, ut putatur, verſione nihil moneo : 


in 
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In 1599 ELIAs HutTErvs publiſhed one at No- 
remberg, in fix languages; four of them, the Hebrew, 
Chaldee, Greek, and Latin, printed from the Ant- 
werp edition; the fifth was the German verſion of 
 LvTHER; and the ſixth the Sclavonic verſion of Wit- 
temberg [/]. This Bible was never completed, but 
goes no farther than the book of Ruth. 
' | In 
& nifi quod ſcire tua non parum, opinor, intereſt ; in iis, 
& Plantiniaram editionem me eſſe ſequutum : quod cor- 
<« retior quidem que eſſet nulla ſeſe mihi offerret.? As 


far as can be judged from a collation of ſome paſſages, it 
appears that he followed the edition of PLANTINUs, but 


uſed his own judgement in the punctuation, and other leſs 


material particulars, The new Latin verſion, here printed, 
appears to be, not that of Pacyinus (though faid to be 
his by WoLDeRys) ; but rather that which RoBERT STE- 
PHENs publiſhed in 1557, corrected from the obſeryations of 
Pacrinus and VATABLUs. The New Teſtament is the 
firſt of BEZA, which R. STEPHExs printed in 1556, with 
the ſame types which he uſed in the following year for the 
abovementioped Latin verſion of the Old Teſtament, — 
We are indebted for this note to the Mſ. annotations which 
the Rev. Mr. DE Missy had made many years ago on the 
margin of his copy of LE Loxc's Bibliatheca Sacra, ſuch 
as it is in the Leipſic edition of 1709. 


[1] Inſtead of the Sclavonic, ſome copies were printed 


with the French verſion of Geneva ; others, with the Ita- 
lian of the ſame city; and others again with a Saxon ver- 
ſion from the German of LuTHEr.—HuTTtxvs publiſhed 
the Pſalter and New Teſtament in Hebrew, Greek, Latin, 
and German. He alſo publiſhed the New Teſtament in 

5 | TWELVE 
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In 1645 was printed, by Ax TrHoN Y VIr RE, Mon. 
ILE JAr's Polyglott Bible, in Hebrew, Samaritan, 
Chaldee, Greck, Syriac, Arabic, and Latin; in the 
title ſaid to be, Pariſus, MD exxvi et ann. Oh? ad 
* MDCXLy,” in ten volumes n]. 

Dr. BRIAN WaL rox publiſhed the London Po 5 
glott in xIXER languages, Hebrew, Samaritan, Chal- 
dee, Greek, Syriac, Arabic, Ethiopic, Perſic, and La- 
tin, in 1657 [u]. This edition has been ſuppoſed by 

| Mr. 
| TWELYE languages; viz. Syriac, Hebrew, Greck, Italian, 
Spaniſt, and French, in one page; and Latin, German, 
Bohemian, Engliſh, Daniſh, and Poloneſe, in another. 
CALMET, ubi ſupra. See LE Lows, p. 26. 

[n] Le Lone, p. 27. PALMER, p. 274. This edition 
is remarkable for the Samaritan Pentateuch having been 
firſt printed in it, with its verſion, from Vi. brought into 
Europe between the year 1620 and 1630, under the care of 
the ry learned MoRINUs. See Dr. KenxicotT, Dil. II. 

p. 478. 
- [n] Though nine Intern are uſed in this edition, there 
is no one book in the whole Bible printed i in ſo many, In. 
the New Teſtament the Four Evangelifts are in fox lan- 
guages, the other books only in five. The books of Judith 
and the Maccabees are only in three languages. The Septua- 
gint verſion is printed from the edition at Rome Anno 1587. 
The Latin is the Vulgate of CLEmenT VIII. The Chaldee 
Paraphraſe is completer than any former publication, This 
edition is enriched with Prefaces, Prolegomena, Treatiſes on 
Weights and Meaſures, Geographical Charts, and Chrono- 
logical Tables. CALMET, ubi fupra, p. viii.ä— Dr. WaL- 


rox was aſſiſted in this laborious undertaking by Dr. 
EDMUND 
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Mr. PALMER to have been printed from ſheets ſurrep- 
titiouſly obtained from the preſs at Paris; and to have 
been publiſned with improvements ſo ſoon after, as 


to reduce M. LER Jay almoſt to want, after hav- 
ing expended above . 5000 ſterling to compleat 


his work. But Mr. PALMER miſtook the date of Lx 
Jay's Polyglott (which he makes to be 1657), and 


EpMurD CASTELL, who tranſlated from the Syriac ſome 


fragments of Daniel, the books of Tobit and Judith, the 
Letters of Jeremiah and Baruch, and the firſt book of the 


Maccabees ; he alſo tranſlated the Song of Solomon from 


the /ZEthiopic into Latin, and added notes to the Samari- 
tan Pentateuch ; but the moſt conſiderable affiſtance he gave 
was by his Lexicon in two volumes, a work which 1s a ne- 
ceflary ſupplement to the Polyglott. ALEXANDER HuissE 
collected the various Readings at the bottom of each page; 
reviſed the Septuagint verſion, the Gre& Text of the New 
Teſtament, and the Latin Vulgate ; he alſo collated the 


edition of the Old Teſtament printed at Rome, and the 
New Teſtament of RosERT STEPHENS, with the Alex- 


andrine manuſcript. See PRIDEAUx, vol. II. p. 47. Dr. 
 Tromas Hype correRed the Arabic, Syriac, and Perſic; 
as Lorrusius did the AÆthiopic verſion of the New Teſta- 
ment, Lovuts LE Diku and SAMUEL CLARKE were alſo 
aſſiſtants in the work. LE Loxs, p. 33, &c. “ The immenſe 
e merit of this work is too well known to need any la- 
e boured recommendation. And yet, it muſt be obſerved, 
ic that in This, the beſt and moſt uſeful of all editions, the 
% Hebrew Text is printed Maſoretically; almoſt in an ab- 
c ſolute agreement with the many former editions, and with 


6 the lateſt and worſt Mff.” 'KEnNicoTT, Dill, II. p. 480. 


then 
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then formed his concluſion of the ſheets being ſent 
into England from Paris; and met with a correſpon- 
dent, it ſeems, that encouraged his error. LE Jay's 
Polyglott was publiſhed, in Ten Volumes, Mpcxlv: 
The Engliſh Polyglozt, in Six Volumes, not till 
MDCLVI11, twelve years after the other [o]; under 
Dr. War rox's picture, we are told it was begun only 
in MDCL111,—l1t is ſaid indeed that the Engliſh put 
out Propoſals for a cheaper and better edition, ſoon 
after LE Jay's was publiſhed, which might in ſome 
meaſure hinder the ſale of it. But other cauſes con- 
curred. The enormous ſize of the book rendered it 
inconvenient for uſe; and the price deterred pur- 
cChaſers. And further, the refuſal of LE Jay to 
publiſh it under RĩichELIEV's name, though that Mi- 
niſter had offered to print it at his own expence, 


e] Dr. WALrox got leave to import paper, duty-free, 
in 1652; began the work 1653; and publithed it 1657. 
It is ſurprizing he could get through ſix ſuch volumes in 
four years; though certainly many Printers were employed 
on it; among others, Mr. Ic ABOD Dawes of Lowlayton, 
maternal grandfather to W. BowytR, But it is plain 
that, in the re- printed leaf of the Preface, Dr. WALTON 
robs the Protector of the honour of patronizing this work, 
which was begun in 1653, and publiſhed in 1657; three 
years before the Reſtoration, 1660. The licence was 
granted by the Council of State in 1652; and was conti- 

nued by OLIVER, who diſſolved the Rump-Parliament in 
1653. Dr. WAL rom was conſecrated Biſhop of CESsTER 
December 2, 1660 and died Nov, 29, 1661, 


damped 
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damped the ſale of it.— The Engliſh Polyglott, in 
return, made but little way in France. A large- paper 
copy was ſold, in 1718, to a gentleman of the name 
of Col BERT, the fix volumes bound in fourteen. 
CASTELL's Lexicon, that went along with this ſet, 
was on a ſmaller-ſized paper. The ſame copy was 
afterwards fold to M. pz SevuL, and is now in the 
collection of the Count DE Lavracvals | p]. 

The laſt leaf but one of the Preface of WALTON's9- 
Polyglott is canceled in many copies; a circumſtan- 
tial account of which we are enabled to lay before 
the Reader in the words of a Friend, to whom this 
Appendix is already moſt materially indebted. 


© To Mr. BowvYER- 


c Dtar SIR, 
« | will venture to be poſitive, that I never ſpoke 
© a word before this, concerning two different Dedi- 


te cations of WALTo0x's Polyglott; though I remem- 
ber ſomething that may have been the occaſion of 


« ſomebody's thinking I did. The fact is, to the beſt _ 


« of my remembrance, 

« J. That when we met at Cambridge [nineteen or 
« twenty years ago], and, in company with leveral 
ce other perſons, vitited the Library of Trinity-Col- 


Co] De Bun, Bibliographic Infirugive des Belles Letres, 
vol. I. p. 18. | | 
M « lege, 


N. „ r 229% 0 9 — 
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lege, a gentleman, on my taking notice there were 

e two copies of the ſaid Polyglott, dropt a hint 
e about exchanging duplicates for other books: 

“ TI. That upon this I made bold to obferve—Du- 
* plicates were not always a mere ſuperfluity, eſpe- 
* cially in public libraries, where they might have 
te been intended to be kept together for curioſity's 
& fake, on account of ſome remarkable difference be- 
_ «tween them; which might even be the caſe with 
© the very books juſt taken notice of: 

III. That accordingly, the firſt volume of one 
% copy being compared with the firſt volume of the 
« other, one of the two was found to have in the 
ct Preface what its companion had not, a compliment 
« for (or acknowledgment of obligation to) the Lord 
« Protector and his Council; which I think is only 
1 preſerved in the few copies that were diſpoſed of 
ie before the Reſtoration, and perhaps not in all of 
ce them; ſince the fame courtly loyalty by which the 
% Republican leaf containing the ſaid compliment had 
& been canceled, might very well induce fome prudent 
«© or cunning people to tear it out of the copies in 
et their poſſeffion, and get it replaced by ity more 
«© Joyal ſubſtitute, the reprinted leaf; in which Crom- 
4 well's praiſe is not more to be looked for, than his 
40 bones in the Chapel of Henry the Seventh: 

IV. That in the firſt edition of the ſaid leaf, 
e here the compliment for the Protector and his 
« Council offers itſelf connected with a previous com- 
es pliment of the ſame kind for another Council ante- 

2 * cedent 
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« cedent to CromwelPs Protectorate, we found this (the 
<« laſt mentioned compliment) ſo introduced and fo 
« worded, as Walton's profeſſed gratitude- naturally 
« would have it to be: inſtead of which, the ſecond 
« edition has nothing but a faint ſhadow of it, in a 
«few vague words, introduced only by way of pa - 
e rentheſis ; and ſo well. choſen, however, that un- 
« cautious readers might as eaſily take them for an 
« indiſpenſable act of gratitude to the King's Council, 
&« as for a joyful effuſion of gratirude to a Council, 


« {et up by his enemies: the different readings of the 


« two editions (both with regard to Cromwell or his 
Council, and the Privy-Council of the Common» 
« wealth) being exact iy ſuch as you ſhall ſee preſently; 
“ unleſs I made ſome blunder in tranſcribing, from 

the firſt edition, the moſt material part of the 
* paſſage they belong to; which indeed was dif- 
© patched in a great hurry, while the company near 
* me were talking (ut fit) about any thing elſe. 


« Suppoling then a full agreement of the two edi- 


ac tions as far as I took notice of no variety, the whole 
c paſſage in the firſt muſt be deemed to run as follows: 
« ſave only that I ſhall write in large capitals the word 
« which makes the beginning of the place that has 
te been altered : © Utque eorum conatus qui collatis 
ce ſtudiis adjumerto nobis fuerunt lubenter agnoſci- 
mus, fic nullo non obſequii genere proſequendi 
« Mæcenates munifici, qui ubertim donaria ſua ad 
« ſacrum opus promovendum obtulerunt, quorum 
c meritis cum pares non ſimus, quod unum poſſu- 

15 "Sk e mus, 


* . 


—__ v£ETTTFEY-Þ'1 5X 

mus, grata mente recolimus, & in devotiſſimæ 
* obſervantiz, perperuique cultus & obſequn ſignum, 
« beneficentiam eorum hic omnibus teſtatam facimus, 
* PRIMO autem commemorandi, quorum favore 
5 chartam à vectigalibus immunem habuimus, quod 
« quinque abhinc annis, à Cuncilio ſecretiori, primo 
e conceſſum, poſtea a Sereniſſimo D PROTECTORE 
“ ejuſque Concilio, operis promovendi cauſa, benigne 
e confirmatum & continuatum erat. Quibus ſub- 
ge jungendi, D. Carolus Ludovicus, pringeps Pala- 
* tin. S. R. I. EleQer : Illuſtriſſimus D. Guliclmus 
* &c,” In my copy, which is one of the loyal ſort, 
the latter part of the paſſage (from the word 
8 PRIMO, down to the name Carolus) is reformed or 
& transformed in this manner: Inter hos effuſiore 
te bonitate labores noſtros proſecuti ſunt (praeter eos 
e quorum fa vore chartam a vectigalibus immunem ha- 
* buimus) Sereniſſimus Princeps D. Carolus &c.“ 


« All I can ſay further on this ſubject is, that the 
© paſſage I ſpeak of being the only one I collated, 
« ſomething more perhaps of the ſame kind might 
* be diſcovered by a more extenſive collation, The 
„ page that contains the paſſage is the laſt-but-one 

* of the Preface, and the ſecond of the reprinted 
L leaf; in the Art of which (at a ſmall diſtance 
* from the bottom) I obſerve that Walton, mention- 
* ing what we may call his /iterary obligations to 
“ ſome eminent churchmen, once chaplains to the 
fs ain 9 not only ſtiles them Sacræ 

| „ he- 


. | 
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« Theologig Doctores, but adderh, & Regi Carole r 
* 2 eyicw olim Capellani [q]. Now this place at leaſt 
& (| own) I ſhould like to compare with the firſt im- 
& preſſion, and I am ſorry I took no notice of it 
« when I had an opportunity; though indeed not ſo 
„ ſorry on that account, as on account of having 
% made you ſtay fo long for an anſwer ; which how- 
ever would have been ready much ſooner, had my 
« health better agreed with my inclination to ſhew 
* myſelf, | | 


«© Dear, Sir, 
£ Your moſt obedient 


Balſover· Street, * humble ſervant, 
21 April, 177%, | 


Jg] The following variations have been noticed in the 
leaf of the Preface which immediately precedes this, and 
which appears alſo to have been re- printed: | 


P. 7. I. ult. impoſuimus (as it flood in what may be called the 
Republican copy) is changed into appoſuimus 
P. 8. J. 7. exhibeatur into exhibetur 
1. 27. impulerint ut opus into impulerint ut temporibus 
hiſce turbulentis, cum Religio et literæ Oſtraciſ- 
mum quaſi paſſæ videantur, opus. B. 


Before 


6 Cx$sar DE-Miss v.“ 


FS ae 


re h P E N N IX. 

Before we quit this edition, we ſhall take the li- 
berty to obſerve, on the authority, and in the words, 
of the critical Friend to whom we are indebted ſor 
the Hebrew collation in our Appendix N? I, that 
e the latter part of the Engliſh Polyglott is much 
4 more incorrectly printed than the former; pro- 


© bably either owing to the Editor's abſence from 
ce the preſs, or to his being over-fatigued by the 
* work. This will appear in very obvious inſtances, 
« if we caſt our eye only on the title Targum Jonas» 
than W PLAN. which is often printed falſely 
* in Hoſea, Joel, Amos, Micah, Nahum, Zechariah, 
particularly ch. xiv. p. 138, where both words are 
** miſprinted, 

But this is not the worſt. The Hebrew Text ſuf- 
** fered much in ſeveral places by the rapidity of the 
publication. To multiply inſtances would be invi- 
5 dious. I ſhall therefore mention only one; which 
occurs in Gen. xxxiv. 1. where we read * in- 
$f ſtead of N %. 9 0 
„There is alſo in the Samaritan ee according 
* to the Engliſh Polyglott, a very grievous blunder; 
* entirely owing to the heedleſs tranſpoſition of two 
+ words AY and 2, Gen. i. 19, by which that 
i text, in contradiction to itſelf elſewhere, ſays, and 
the morning and the evening were the fourth day.“ 
« And this, as the tran/lation is different, I take 
** to have been an error of the Editor, and not of 
the copy from which he printed. 
% Nov 
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© Nor is this the only error, for in Gen. iii. 2. HN 
« is falſely printed for y. So again Gen. iv. 5. 
ne for Y. 
gut this is nothing, comparatively b to 
& what we meet with a little below, at ver. 7. where 
ce the ſecond ꝓh is unluckily omitted in its proper 
40 place; and then inſerted after yy", with a repeti- 
6 tion of the word no», to the utter confuſion of 
the ſenſe of the paſſage for literally tranſlated it 
runs thus: Nonne, ſi benefeceris, recipies ? ft autem 
e non, ad portam peccatum cubat, benefeceris ad portam. 
„ Theſe are glaring inſtances of unpardonable ne- 
« gligence; and the more unpardonable, becauſe they 
« ſtand at the entrance of a work, which juſtly re- 
2 quired the greateſt care, and the utmoſt accu- 
cc racy. 
66 ſhall only add, what, in Genes to truth, I 
* am bound to add, that the French Polyglott is en- 
te tirely clear of all theſe errors; and indeed of many 
* others, which the attentive Reader will find ſcat- 
te tered through the Engliſh Polyglott.“ 


In the Preface alſo are the following inaccuracies : 


P. 1. laſt paragraph but one, r. cDNA * 
3. J. 1. for variant r. varient 


* WALToN's word is zalaxauouala, which makes an odd appear- 
ance at the head of ſuch accuracies as are mere Errata Typographica. 
The word was probably of his own making ; and he might take it 
to be formed as regularly as izxx/ouala. C. D. M. 


AX % 


Ar Ep I . 


P. 3. J. 23 for 1615 r. 1515 A 
I. 15, from bottom, for Teſtmenti r. Teſtamenti 
p. 5. J. 23 for Quinti r. Quarti 0 
J. 22 from bottom, far Pariſ. ex r. Pariſ. quæ ex 
J. 5 from bottom, for opus in r. opus ni 
P. 6. i 20 for occurrunt r. occurrit + 
J. 17 from bottom, for Plantina r. Plantini f 

J. 7 from bottom, for Haphtorarum x. * IR 

P. 9. J. 20 frem bottom, for pertuneleret r. pertimeſceret. 


I The place is addy faulty, as ecu; « + + + occurrunt will 
never paſs. But in what word the fault lies is perhaps not ſo cer- 
tain, Perhaps, for quicquid, we ſhould read quecunque, C. D. M. 

t This whole line is very bad, and a thorough revifion of it 
would, perhaps, make us queſtion whether Plan!/niana for Plan- 
un would not do as well as Plantini, C. D. MI. 


Apprxpox to Note LZ J p. 92. 


« Having not Mr. Köhlerus's book, I can but gueſs how 
« Deborah comes in there with Chriflina ; and the only 
thing I can gueſs is, that Kohlerus, in order to evince the 
6 poſſibility of Dynen being a diminutive of Chriflina, had 
& alledged, as an example of a till ſhorter diminutive, the 
c uſe of Deb for Deborah: which, if he did, Mi. Meerman's 
« ſeeming to wonder at it may be tolerably accounted for, 
« But what, if inſtead of theſe diminutives that retain only 
te the beginning of a name, he had mentioned ſome of thoſe 
which retain only the latter part of it, and that not al- 
ways entire, as our Bell for Arabella, Mun for Edmund, 
« 7; ony for Antony, Sanden for Alexander, Bet or Betty far 
C Elizabeth ? Mr, Meerman's own book furniſhes.us (vol. II. 
«yn, 79) with a liſt of German names, among which, 
&* Hans clearly appears for Johans or Johannes, Claus for 
Nicolaus, and, if I miſtake not, Neſe for. Agnes Such 
« examples make it certainly plauſible enough that Tynen, 
« or the ſame lovingly ſoftened into Dynen, might be a di- 
c minutive of Chriftynen, which (or elſe Chriflynin) I take 
« to be the feminine for Chri/lyn, as Fuſtin, or Fuften, is 
&« the feminine for Fuſ?t, See vol. I. p. 184. where this 
very daughter of Fuß, is called Fufthin, but where 85 
«© imports no more than 2. And ſuppoſing now that all this 
* ſhould be deemed inſufficient to folve the queſtion how 
<« John Schoeffer could call his mother Chriſtina, while it 
te appears that his father, in a convention paſſed between 
“e himſelf and his kinſman, Jobn Fut, ſon of John, has 
ce called her by the name of Dynen ; there is, I think, an- 
ce other ſolution ready, in the obvious ſuppoſition that ſhe 
be might have two names, and that he, eſpecially in a writing 
6“ paſſed with a kinſman, might have choſen, as a loving 
« huſband, to call her familiarly by what I muſt be al- 
$ lowed to term the favourite name,” C. D. M. 

| | U ADDEN- 


2 . 
ADDENDUM to Note [U ], p. 90. 

& Mr. MRERMAN's explanation 1s intricate at leaſt; and 
de it leaves us beſides to wonder, not only how ems of 
& letters could be bare bodies or pieces of . metal without 
& letters, but how ſo conſiderable a part of the invention as 
es the matrices ſhould have been only mentioned indirectly 
* as a thing well known before. A correction, however, 
& feems abſolutely neceſſary. Neither can it be denied that 
«Mr. MrxxMAx, by inſerting ex ein clears TNITHEMIus 
« from the reproach of ſaying, that even matrices were 
& made by way of fuſſon; and thus far I like his correction 
e ſo well, that I am ſorry to ſee the new difficultics ariſing 
« ee. it in the context, notw ichftanding his elaborate ex- 

tc planation --which, had I room and leifure to make it 
ner by a compleat paraphraſe, I ſhould rather leave 
4 85 it is; becauſe all the machines required for ſuch a 
«paraphraſe, would only ſerve to ſet in a clearer light the 
ricity of the affair, while ſomething better perhaps may 
* be done to obtain what ſeems to Ob Mr. MEERMAN's 
chief end. Something certainly is faulty in TRIT HE“ 
ces Phraſe, fundendi formas quas ipſi matrices nomi- 
4 zabant: But then, why ſhould not the fault be ſuſpected 
to lie in that very unlucky word which properly conſti- 
Cy tutes the acknowledged abſurdity of the phraſe ? I think, 
65 in ſhort, that by ſome ſpot or accidental ſtroke of 
= the pen in the MY. the word cudendi might have beef 
& miſtaken for Fadendi: nay, I think, that even the more 
« ſimilar word tundendi might have been employed by 
A irnuius, as being not altogether improper, fince 
& jt could be interpreted, at leaſt with the help of ſome in- 
& dulgence, by Tudite vel tudicula imprimendi; not to ſay 
44 that, according to the well-known obſervation, Verbum 
e fimplex ſacpe ponitur pro compoſito, the ſimple word tundendi 
„ might be taken in a ſenſe analagous to the compound 
& pertundendi, I can ſay no more at preſent,” C. D. M. 


HANS 


Juſt publiſhed, Price One Shilling, ftitched in Blue Paper, 
CRITICA SACRA; or, A Short Introduction to Hebrew 
- Criticiſm. In which, I. The correſpondent Paſſages of Scripty 

are diſpoſed under proper Heads; and, II. The Method of Ge 
covering and correcting thereby the various Errors of the printed 
Text is ſet forth and illuſtrated. | * 
Printed for W. Bowy ER and J. NicyorLs, 
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13. Conjectures on the New Teſtament, collected from various 
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on which both are founded. Price 5 5. ſerved. 
14. Dr. Wotton's Method of. ſtudying Divinity, 8. Price 6d. 
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17. The fame, 24 vols. ſmall dv Price 31. 12 8. ſetued. 
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chaclis. II. Of the Sabbatical Year; from the ſame. III. Of the 
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35- The Hiſtory of the Iſraelites. Tranſlated from the French of 
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36. Siris, 10 the Bp. of Cloyne, 850. 

37. Prior's Effects of Tar Water, 800. 

- 38. Tunſtall's Anſwer to Middleton, 890. . 

39. Elements of the Hiſtory of Ex HA, from the Invaſion of 
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40. A Vindication of the Hiſtories of the Old and New Teſtament, 
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which is prefixed, an Eſſay on Spirit, wherein the Doctrine of the 
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F. R. S. and Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, 8. 55. 
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41. A Detence of the Eſſay on Spirit, with Remarks on the ſeve- 
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that ſhall ever appear againſt it. Price 15, | 

42. Letters between the Biſhop of Clogher and Mr. William Penn, 
concerning Baptiſm. Price 15. . | 
43. A Journal from Grand Cairo to Mount Sinai, and back again. 
Tranſlated from a Manuſcript, written by the Prefetto of t, in 
Company with ſome Miſſionaries De propaganda fide at Gran Cairo. 
To which are added, Remarks on the Origin of Hieroglyphics, and 
the Mythology of the ancient Heathens, dicated to the Society of 

Antiquaries, London. Second Edition, 8v0, Price 25, 6d, 
44 The Biſhop of Clogher's Thoughts on Selt-love, Innate Ideas, 
Free-will, Taſte, Sentiments, Liberty and Neceſſity, &c. occaſioned 

reading Mr. Hume's Works; and the ſhort Treatiſe, written in 
rench by Lord Bolingbroke, on Compaſſion. Price 13. Ko 

45. The Biſhop of Gloghe:'s Speech, made in the Houſe of Lords, 
in Ireland; for omitting the Nicege and Athanaſian Creeds out of the 
© Liturgy, &c, Feb. 2, 1756, Price Gd. | 
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